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preface to tlje JTfrifft (JEDftloo. 


^HESE Lectures were delivered in St, James’ 

• Church, Piccadilly, during the Lent of 1870. 

They were, at the time, through God's mercy, 
of service at least to some minds,—anxious, if it 
might be, to escape from perplexities which beset 
an age of feverish* scepticism. It was accordingly 
difficult to resist the practical reasons which were 
urged in favour of publishing the Lectures; but 
the announcement of their intended publication 
w'as, perhaps, made, before the drawbacks Avhich 
must necessarily accompany the rhetorical treat¬ 
ment of such a subject as the present, in a perraa- 
*nent form, had been sufficiently considered. More- 
bver, a fulness and method of discussion which 
satisfies the purposes of a Lecture, and which 
indeed is all that an audience will bear, must fall 
altogether below the standard which may be rea-* 
sonably l<^oked for in a book, supposed to make 
any pretension whatever to the character of a 
formal treatise upon a wide and very serious sub- 
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ject. Of this, upon further reflection, the ^itey. 
became so strongly convinced, as k) have en^f- 
tained the design of expanding these fragments 
into a larger work. But, apart from the pressure 
of other duties, he could not but feel that such hn 
attempt would destroy, together with the identity 
of the Lectures, any moral or spiritual associations 
that might cling to them; and, in working for the 
cause of faith, as in other matters, 

“ lln sou, quand il cst assure, 

Vaut mieux, que ciiiq en esp6rance.” 

The Lectures are therefore published as they 
stand. It will be borne in mind that they sug¬ 
gest only a few thoughts on each of tlie poifits of 
which they treat; that they cannot but raise some 
difficulties which they leave unanswered; and, in 
a word, that th.eir limits are not in any sense 
determined by those of the general subject, but 
only by the number of Sundays in Lent. 


Whitsuhtide, 187‘J. 



Preface to .t!je ©econO tuition* 


A FRIENDLY reviewer^ has expressed his 
■g opinion that the point of the '^scientific” 
objection to prayer on the ground of the idea of 
law is missed in the fifth of these Lectures.* 

“ That objection,” he says, “ wo understand to be that a 
certain absolute universality in the physical order of the universe 
is now well ascertained 4o be a part of tlie Divine Eulo, and 
oonsequefitly that to pray for anything which involves a violation 
of that order is to pray for what it is unreasonable, arrogant, and 
even irreverent to ask. ^or example, f<jr a man to pray that a 
sword thrust into the body of his friend shall not wound him, 
that deadly poison if drunk by him should not injure him, that 
a stone thrown from a tower should be suspended in mid-air, 
that a body in which decomposition has set in should be restored 
to ^fe, that a leafless tree should blossom months before its 
slaaon, that a ship should perform in two days a voyage never 
yet performed in less than ten,—to pray for these things, iviih 
however holy an aim or would seem we say arrogant, 

unreasonable, irreverent, assuming that Cod had no higher or 
larger purpose in laying out the plan of the universe than one 
which any pious finite wish might overset.” 

The "scientific” objection which is here stated 
so vividly, is, it would seem, only such an objec- 

* SpeclatoTy Sept. 21, 1872. ^ * Pages 187-190. 
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tion as a sincere believer in God’s existence could 
entertain. 'Scientific objectors’ to prayer on the 
ground of a supposed invariability *of natural 
law, are not, generally speaking, Theists at 
all. Whether they dogmatically deny that God 
exists, or, as is more common, decline to affirm 
His existence, on the ground that they cannot 
prove it experimentally, they alike conceive of 
Nature in a maimer which is irreconcileable%ith 
the ideas of a Creator and a Providence. For them 


the laws of Nature are existing forces, of whose 
origin they can give no account,—forces which, as 
they conceive, act fatally, inevitably, and in accord¬ 
ance with an observed order. My reviewer too 


understands by natural law an ascertained order 
governing the Universe. But for him law is so 


far from constraining God’s liberty, or usurping 


His throne, that it only expresses tire regularity of 


His action, which is perfectly and always fjjee. 
God freely wills to work regularly; and the result 


is what we call law. Yet since natural law is the 
product or expression of the* Highest Love and 
Wisdom, it is, says my reviewer, irrational and 


irreverent to ask for its suspension, at any rate on 
what might be deemed a considerable ^icale. 

This objection to prayer appears to be rather 
theological than " scientific,” if we understand the 
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latter word in the narrow sense which is now so 
commonly as^gned to it. It is an appeal ad 
verecundiam —^an appeal to our creaturely sense of 
ignorance and nothingness in presence of the Wis¬ 
dom and Greatness of the Author and Ituler of the 
Universe. But the objection which is contem¬ 
plated in the passage referred to does not take 
any account of God : my reviewer reads his own 
det^ly religious convictions into the objection, and 
makes it substantially a distinct one. Still, as it 
issues from his hands, it is entitled to respectful 
attention, and certainly not less so, because it is 
advanced in the name of a higher truth than any 
science of created things can claim to represent. 

When it is maintained that God knows, and 
that knowing He does what is test; that the laws 
of nature shew what is His settled plan of govern¬ 
ing His creation; and that we cannot plead our 
particular and finite wishes before Him without 
implying that He ought to change His all-compre¬ 
hending purpose at our entreaty; it is clear that 
such a line of objeefion might be made to cover a 
great deal more ground than my reviewer at least 
would desire. It has indeed been urged, that since 
. every specific petition involves something like an 
attempt at interference with Perfect Wisdom and 
Perfect Love, the only legitimate devotion is one 



'kii Preface, 

\ 

continuous act of resignation and of praise. Prayer 
however, as mankind have everywhere understood 
it, means a great deal more than resignation. No 
one will affirm that the Bible only means resigna¬ 
tion when it prescribes prayer : or that, according 
to the Mind of our Lord, it is irreverent or un¬ 
reasonable to say, not merely, '‘Thy Will be done,” 
but, Give us this day our daily bread,” “ Lead 
us not into temptation,” " Deliver us from evil.” 
Yet these are petitions for blessings which may 
or may not be granted to us when and as we ask. 
Nor do such petitions involve an irreverent claim 
that God should overset the plan of His general 
government in the interests of one of His crea¬ 
tures. It is maintained in these Lectures that 
prayer is a human act, whiclf, together with its 
results, is already embraced in the eternal predestin¬ 
ation of God : and that real answers to prayer arq 
no more inconsistent with God s Wisdom and Sove- 

\f 

reignty than any other real consequences of humail 
free-will. Correspondingly to this, in asking God 
for specific and personal blessfegs, we are not ask¬ 
ing Him to suspend the general principles of His 
government in our particular interests; we assume 
that these principles of His and our own deepest 
interests, as we conceive of them, are reconcileable 
by His Wisdom: we refuse to believe that He is 
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iu such sense the slave of Ilis own rules, as to 
become the author of anarchy, because He super¬ 
sedes a lower rule of working by a higher one. 
Whether He can do this or not in a given case 
we leave to Him : but we are not restrained from 
asking Him to grant our petitions, because we 
know that in His wise Love He may refuse to 
do so. 

IVJy reviewer will rejoin that he only objects to 
prayers which ask God to work miracles 
lie contends that no miracle, properly so called, 
could be properly prayed for, /or a pnvate pur¬ 
pose, at all.” But what does he mean by a 
private purpose ? If he is thinking of a temporal 
blessing, granted to an individual, such as an in¬ 
crease of family, op of income,'^ with no moral or 
spiritual aim beyond, we must all agree with him. 
But if the object of a given prayer be sincerely 
spiritual and moral, it is difficult to see why the 
snSral Ruler of the Universe should not grant it, 
even although to do so involves one of those 
physical occurrencjs which we term miraculous, 
and benefits only a single soul. The distinction 
between individual and public interests, which is 
so legitimate and familiar in human legislation, is 
unknown to the spiritual world. There is no 
reason for supposing that a number of souls 
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interest Almighty God because of their numbet, 
while a single soul does not interesi^ Him, at any 
rate sufficiently to be redeemed or sanctified. If 
our Lord says, “ God so loved the world, that He 
gave His only-begotten Son ” to save it; an 
Apostle cries He loved me, and gave Himself for 
me.” It belongs to God s Infinity to be as interested 
in units as in multitudes ; while it belongs to His 
essentially moral nature to give precedence to «thc 
least moral interests over the largest material in¬ 
terests. Although then a specific petition be urged 
with a private or individual object, it may surely, 
if the object be moral, be so preferred without im¬ 
modesty or irreverence, considering the ab^jolute 
morality and the all-embracing tenderness bf God. 

But is it right uitdor any circumstances to pray 
for what we popularly term a miracle ? On this 
subject the reviewer observes :— 

“We can only pray for physical henefita when we fully 
believe thal they might bo granted without miracle, that thlEi^ 
might be granted, for instance, through that providential guidance 
of our own or other hearts and wills, which may, as Mr. Galton 
has himself admitted, materially alter the physical facts of the 
world without any real interference with physical law. The 
legitimacy of Bucli prayers as that for rain seems to us to depend 
^ on the possibility that the conditions of rain are not absolutely 
determined by fixed laws of creation—that the conditions of 
rain are not as purely physical as the conditions «f an eclipse. 
All the world would quite rightly protest against the blasphemy 
*' of praying that we might he spared an eclipse at the time 
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aatronomej’s predicted^one, however detrimental it might con¬ 
ceivably be to human interests. On the other liand, it is possible, 
though hardly proBable, that min, like human health and the 
health of cattle, may depend on laws not purely physical,—not 
absolutely invariable; and so long as tliis is possible, there is 
no harm in praying for rain under the ordinary reserves of 
Christian prayer. But Ur. Liddon himself would hardly justify 
a prayer against an eclipse, even though it could he shewn to 
be apparently in the highest degree injurious to us.” 

It may perhaps be questioned whether every 
real answer to prayer is not miraculous. Every 
such answer disturbs the normal operation of exist¬ 
ing laws, whether by procuring the intervention 
of a higher law, or otherwise. Or, to speak more 
accurately, every such answer involves a certain 
departure from whAt, as we presume, would other¬ 
wise have been His mode of working, Who works 
everywhere in tlie ^^hysical as in the moral world. 
The difference between a resurrection from the 
dead at a prophets prayer, and the increase of 
clearsightedness or of love through an infusion of 
gflice, in the soul of a cottager, is a difference of 
degree. It is not a difference of kind. Each 
. result is the product of a Divine interference with 
the normal course of things. And if this be the 
case, the distinction between what we think great 
and striking answers to prayer, because they im¬ 
press our Iwman imaginations so powerfully, and 
ordinary answers, does not exist for Him, to Whose 
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Intelligence the least among created things are aa 
the greatest,—before Whom all that He has made 
is in the aggregate so infinitely little. « 

But if I rightly understand this passage, it 
practically divides the universe, when considered 
with a view to determining the legitimate range 
of p^yer, into three districts. In one' district, the 
purely physical, everything is regarded as irre¬ 
vocably fixed. Here prayer is held to be o^t of 
the question. On the other hand, in the province 
of human will and destiny—the moral and spirit¬ 
ual sphere,—the fact of human free-will opens 
the widest scope to the agency of prayer. In an 
intermediate region,—which affects human life 
very directly and powerfully,—rain and human 
health may depend on laws not purely physical, 
not absolutely invariable.'' Here, although prayer 
is less at home than in the sphere of spiritual 
blessings, it is not. ''irrational ” or “irreverenit,” as 
it would be in the reviewer's judgment, if it shofild 
invade the sphere of astronomy. 

The objections to such a tjieory would appear 
to be twofold. In the first place, it implies that 
^ the reign of law is confined to certain districts of 
jibe universe, and in particular that it does not ^ 
obtain in the spiritual sphere. This^assumptioh 
appears to involve philosophical as well ^ theolo- 
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gical difficulties. Theological difficulties; because 
% those attributed of the Divine Being which lead 
Him to wodc anywhere according to that order, of 
what law is an expression, would lead Him to do 
so everywhere. And philosophical difficulties; 
because recofiriiition of the existence of law is tho 
result of an ever-widening induction; and there 
are no adequate grounds for supposing that the 
frontier of the material universe is also the frontier 
of the empire of Istw. In particular, the pheno¬ 
menon of free-will does not appear to constitute 
such a ground. It is true that the activity of 
free-will in the moral sphere makes the laws whicli 
govern that sjjliere much more intricate and diffi¬ 
cult to trace tlian are physical laws. But it cannot 
be held to annihilafe all law in the highest region 
of created life, and therefore, if the presence of law 
is ah objection to prayer anywhere, it is an objec -. 
tion totfit everywhere. If it is an impertinence to 
alk God to vary His ordinary working in the 
lower region of pliysics, it must be an impertinence 
to ask Him to do/so in the liigher region of 
spiritual being—of morals. 

Accordingly, it seems to be difficult to follow 
tile review^ej in the sharp distinction which he 
draws between prayers for rain, and prayers against 

an eclipse, predicted by the astronomers. Tho 

h 
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rainfall, he says, is determined by laws less purely 
physical than are the motions df the heavenly 
bodies. Is this certainly the case ? May it not 
be that the only real difference lies in our power of 
recognizing the presence of law in these two de¬ 
partments of the natural world? If men knew 
more than they do know, they would probably be 
able to predict rain as accurately as they predict 
eclipses. But the laws which govern the rs^infall 
being more complex than astronomical laws, human 
knowledge is at present able to trace the latter 
unerringly, while it is at fault about the former. 
Can we suppose that the empire of law is only 
conterminous with our knowledge of it? Does not 
all that wo already know of it lead us on to the 
inference that it extends as perfectly into spheres 
where we cannot as yet trace it, as it does into the 
regions through which we can; that it governs the 
Aveather and the health of human beings or animals 
as truly as the movements of the suns and star^? 
Certainly human health and even the rainfall are 
not beyond the influence of “the human will. • A 
shower has been suddenly brought down by a dis¬ 
charge of artillery, and health is affected by human 
energy in ways too numerous to mention. Still, 
as has been already said, this efficacy of will does 
not arrest the reign of law. We are not here 
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dealing with a purely capricious force, which defies 
all attempts to measure it. Will makes the opera¬ 
tions of law more complex. Probably at the most 
human will can only arrest or precipitate the work¬ 
ing of one law by bringing another into the field. 

But this theory would further seem to suggest, 
that the lawful subjects of pu’aycr will be constantly 
diminishing with the increasing progress of our 
knowledge. Science is continually enlarging our 
conceptions of the range of law. With this pro¬ 
gressive enlargement the frontier within which 
prayer is possible will recede, if prayer is only 
possible in the regjion of “the unsettled,” where 
we cantiot recognize law. “ If,” it has been said, 
“we still pray for rain and health, we shall pro¬ 
bably find that ram and health are just as much 
regulated by law as are eclipses of tlie sun and 
moon, and that prayer for either is equally irra- 
ti^al.” Thus it may happen that prayer for any 
jSiysical blessing will ultimately be pronounced 
unscientific. But if this conclusion be accepted, 
can it be supposed that men will continue to 
recognize the reasonableness of prayer for purely 
spiritual blessings? Are we right in thinking that 
law has no ^ay in the spiritual world, only because 
we have not yet made a survey of its dominion? 
Does it not seem probable that the recognition of 
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law will be carried through psychology as clearly 
and certainly as it is being carried through physics? ^ 
And when this has been achieved, ifi the recog¬ 
nized presence of law is to check or forbid prayer; 
will it not become just as 'arrogant’ to ask for 
peace of soul, with the idea that any Power 
independent of ourselves will interfere to give 
it us, as to pray for safety from lightning and 
thunder, from plague and pestilence ? o 

Certainly it would appear to the present writer 
that if the scientific ' idea of law ’ is fatal to the 
practice of prayer in any department of human 
interest, it must, sooner or later, be fatal to that 
practice, in any-serious sense, altogethei*. And 
therefore he cannot allow that the admitted govern¬ 
ment of the physical world bylaws which God has 
ordained, and which science has traced, and is 
treicing every day with increasing accuracy, makes 
prayers for objects within the recognized juris^c- 
tion of these laws irrational or irreverent. If Got! 
is omnipotent, Tie can vary the laws, that is. He 
can vary His accustomed metlfpds of working, when 
He wills. If He is a moral Being, He is likely to do 
so, supposing moral interests to be really at stake. 
Whether a prayer for a physical ol^ect, say for 
the suspension of an eclipse, be irrational or 
irreverent, would surely depend upon the motive 
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of such a prayer. It would be shocking to pray 
against an eclipse only in order to gratify the 
curiosity ofi a scientific association : no serious 
Theist can conceive that such a prayer as that 
would bo granted. Nay, the bodily distress of 
millions of human beings might perhaps- be no 
sufficient reason for asking God to work so complex 
and gigantic a miracle as is here in question, in order 
to awert it. But let us suppose an eclipse to lead 
inevitably to some groat moral evil, which there 
were no human means of preventing, such as, for 
instance, missionary enterprise, which might pre¬ 
vent savage tribes ^from perpetrating great acts 
of cruelty. In that ca^se prayer against an eclipse 
would at least be rational and reverent. Ilational, 
because God might arrest eclipses, and a great 
deal else, if He willed to do so; and reverent, 
because God is essentially a Moral Being, and 
sujjh a prayer would be an acknowledgment of 
Itis Morality. Of course He might not under 
any circumstances answer such a prayer. But it 
is inconceivable thaVbeing what He is. He should 
be angry with His suppliant. 

Happily, the practical question is easily settled, 
for all who J^elieve that God is really Almighty, 
and that He'is not merely a Force or an Intellect, 
but a Father. As His children, whom He.loves 
dearly, and for whom He has done and is ever doing 


XXll 


Preface. 


so mucti, and doing it so wonderfully, we can have 
no cold distrust of Him. We must indeed watcli,^ 
anxiously and reverently, His ways of working in 
nature as elsewhere ; we may not lightly ask 
Him to reverse what we believe to be His rules • 
of working : we dare not ask Him capriciously to 
vary His action in the physical world, or even to 
take our judgment of the needs of the moral world 
for granted. All our prayer must be accomprtnied 
by the reserves which His Wisdom imposes upon 
our shortsightedness; and the more filial our 
spirit, the less likely shall wo ever be to feel 
disapix)intment at His decisions, be they what 
they may. But this temper of resignation, inces¬ 
santly present to religious minds, will not lead us 
practically to treat the Living (jod as a helpless 
Fate, nor will it dry up the springs of prayer, by 
stripping of their power and encouragement the 
undying words,—as fresh now as they '^re 
eighteen centuries ago,—'AVhatsoever ye shall a^k 
the Father in My Name, Ho will give it you.'* 


St. Paul’s, Seplemher 187 ii. 
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LEJJTURE 1. 

dfivjsjt Sbnn'tta^ in ilmt. 
THE IDEA OF RELIGION. 


l*a. cxliil. 3. 

S/iew Thou me the way that I should ualk in, for 1 lift up my soul unto 77 ice. 

O UR age, it has been «aid, longs- to be religions. If tliis 
is too unguarded an assertion, it is at least true that 
the instinct or sentiment of religion is treated among us 
with more respect and sympathy than has been the case at 
some past epochs of our national history. Amid the de¬ 
baucheries of the Restoration, and the shallow habii,a of 
thoBight on the gravest subjects which marked portions of 
the last centuiy, Religion, in the broad sense of the term, 
was largely discredited, even when it was not openly 
scouted as a weakness of a superstition. Whereas in our 
day religion is named, even by the irreligious, with the 
forms if not with the sincerity of respect. And some men 
interest themselves in religion as an abstract good, with 
very great sincerity, who oppose by turns all that asserts 

its power and presence in the world. Thus they declaim 

A 


B 
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Religion^ how far welcomed [Lect. 


. ' 

against churches, while they explain that in doing this they 
are befriending that true Religion which churches, misre- 
present. Or, they would do away with priesthoods; hut 
then they are only anxious, while rescuing the fair jewel of 
religion from clerical keeping, to make its sway more 
imperial, by making its mien and countenance more 
human. Or they make war upon theology—^the theology 
of <Apostles, Fathers, Creeds; but theology, they declare, 
again and again, is a pedantic product of the clerical un- 
derstanding, and they for their part are passionately inter¬ 
ested on behalf of the religion of the human heart. Tliey 
discredit'' book revelations,” and insist upon errors of fact 
or errors of morals, which they hold to be discoverable 

in the Bible; but they are all tho more eager to profess 

11 

and feel a zeal for that unendug and sublime essence of 
religion, which is not bound, as thqy phrase it, to the letter, 
and which fires their enthusiasm in renouncing the letter.. 
And thus, how^ever warmly the institutions, the ministers, 
the beliefs, the sacred literature of religion, may be suc¬ 
cessively assailed, religion itself, we are assured, is respected; 
or rather it is respect for and loyalty to religion—^to religion 
divested of accretions which have gathered round it and ob¬ 
scured its beauty during the lapse lif time,—which is in fact 
the animating motive of this most friendly and discrimina¬ 
ting opposition. 

That religion should be thus safeguarded as an idee^, 
when all that secures its practical power is by turns ob¬ 
jected to; that the abstract, disembodied, intangible essence 
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should be so sedulously honoured, while its concrete forms, 

t 

its living and working embodiments, are opposed and de- 

nounced, is a fact which must engage attention. How are 

# 

we to account for it ? Is it that we live in a “ period of 
transition,” when men have not yet faced the last conse¬ 
quences of the principles which they are adopting,-and hang 
with a pardonable, although illogical tenderness between 
pi’cmiss and conclusion ? Does the sacred name of religion 
st-iU command an awe which, while it is not strong enough 
to protect many practical interests, can yet hedge around a 
remote object with the forms of popular respect? Is 
it that, as of old, barbarian invaders, who will without 
scruple devastate the precincts and sack the interior of 
the temple, are pausing*involuntarily, spell-bound, almost 
terrified, upon the threshold of the sacred shrine ? Or 
does the sesthetic feeling of our time, looking at man’s 
life with the eye of an artist rather than with the 
eye of a statesman or philanthropist, prompt this in¬ 
terest on behalf of religion, as alone adequately repre¬ 
senting and upholding the ideal side of human enterprise ? 
Does it anticipate, not without reason, the dull, barren, 
uninteresting, prosaic level of existence to which we 
should be reduced, if aH that points upward in thought 
and feeling could be utterly stripped from us, and 
eliminated; if human life could be robbed of the 
moat refining and stimulating influences that can be 
brought to bear on it ? Or is this reserve of interest on 
behalf of religion at bottom a social, or political—if you 
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like, a selfish—class instinct ? Is it order cowering before 
approaching revolution, and endeavouring to support its 
regiments and its policemen with forces summoned from 
some higher world, whether, of fact or fancy; with invisible 
powers capable of making their way into the very heart of 
the enemy’s camp ? Is it that we of this generation, who have 
read in the annals of a neighbouring country the stern lessons 
taught by eighty years of active or suppressed anarchy, are 
more keenly alive than were our ancestors to the tremen- 

u 

dous force of the volcanic passions latent in human nature? 
Are we willing to grant that some religion at least is a 
social necessity; a necessity in the sense of Machiavelli, if 
not in the sense of Jesus Christ ? Are we satisfied that the 
brute within us, if he is to be chained and imprisoned at 
all, can only be taken captive by a superhuman master, 
and will never forfeit his destmetiye liberty, except at the 
bidding of an uneartlily creed? 

Undoubtedly, it may be admitted that religion owes some¬ 
thing, on the score of respect yielded to her as an abstract 
idea, to each of these causes. The awe which a reasoned 
scepticism cannot always crush, the perception of wliat it is 
that constitutes beauty in life, combine with the stem prac¬ 
tical instincts of social safety, with*the love of order, and the 
anxiety to make property and life secure, to insist that man 
must have something in the way of a religion. Schemes of 
independent morality, even if they were theoretically defen¬ 
sible, are not equal to resisting the impetuosities oi passion, 
or the exorbitant demands of a low self-interest. " Take my 
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word for it/’ said a great statesman, " it is not prudent as 

*a rule to trust yourself to any man who tells you that he 

does not beliere in a God or in a future after death.”*- 

But a deeper reason for the fact we are considering, is to 
be found in the wider conviction that religion is, if I may 
so express it, an indispensable part of man’s jnoral and 
mental outfit. Two causes have contributed to deepen this 
conviction in modern times. 

The* first is the subjective spirit of the age, which 
insists on looking at truth, not as it is in itself, in its 
utter independence of the mind of man, but as it pre¬ 
sents itself to man’s mind, or rather as man’s mind in very 
varying moods apprehends it. This spirit, while it has 
weakened* the public hold upon Creeds and Scriptures, has 
directed attention, with an intensity imknown before our 
day, to the needs of the* human mind, and among them to 
its supreme need of a religion. It has indeed exaggerated 
this into maintaining, as with Feuerbach, that all existing 
religions are but the creations of human thought, which, 
wHile it is really doomed to an iminterrupted contact with the 
world of sense, aspires to create, if it cannot discover, an ideal 
world beyond; but this paradox only yields an additional 
testimony to the need we have, os men, of some religion, 
in order to do justice to our humanity. Religion, says a 
modem English writer, who certainly w'Ol not be suspected 
of any desire to exaggerate its influence, is that " which 
gives to man, in the midst of the rest of creation, his special 

^ Sir Robert Peel 
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elevation and dignity.” ^ And it was perhaps, upon the 
whole, the most marked feature in the work of Schleier-* 
macher, that when groping his way back from the grim 
intellectual desert into which many of his countrymen 
had been led, under the guidance of the older Eation- » 
alism, he insisted with such emphasis and success upon the 
necessity of religion in order to the completion of human 
life. Beyond any of his contemporaries, he saw and 
pointed out that by our capacity for religion; by oui»power 
of looking beyond this deceptive and passing world of sense 
to a higher world, invisible and eternal; by loyalty to 
the obligations which that clearer sight imposes on us, 

we men are best distinguished from the brutes around us. 

■ 

Language itself, the pliysical dress in which we clothe 
our thought, is not more distinctly royal among our out- 
ward human prerogatives, than th&t upturned countenance 
which, as the heathen poet divined, is the symbol of our 
intelligent capacity for a higher life. 

The indispensableness of religion to human life has also 
been forced on the mind of this generation by a deeper 
study of histoiy. The more we know of the annals of our 
race, the more clearly is it seen how^the greatest catastrophes, 
and the most profound and far-reaching changes, have really 
turned upon religious questions; and that the stronger and 
more definite has been the religion, the more fundamental 
and striking have been these results. Tims, for instance, 
the modern histoiy of Europe has been little else than a 

^ Froude: HUt. Eoji^l. xii. 535. 
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history of struggles fundamentally religious. A recent 
historian of civilisation has indeed maintained* that this is 
true only of the past, ^ and that the present age has more and 
more learned to restrict its enthusiasm to material objects. 
But he forgets that religion does not cease to influence events 
among those who reject its claims; it excites the strongest 
human passions not merely in its defendera,but in its enemies. 
The claim to hold communion with an unseen world irritates 
when*it does not win and satisfy. Atheism has again and 
again been a fanaticism; it has been a missionary and a per¬ 
secutor by turns; it is lashed into passion by the very pre¬ 
sence of the sublime passion to which it is opposed. We of 
to-day know full well that no political subjects are discussed 
so warmly as those which bear even remotely upon religion. 

“The deepest subject,” says Goethe, “in the history of the 

0 ® 

world and of mankind, and that to which all others are sub¬ 
ordinate, is the conflict between faith and unbelief.” * 
While these causes make an interest in religion, of wluit- 
ever kind, inevitable among thoughtful men in our day and 
Jeneration, they only reinforce, they do not obscure or 
supersede, those permanent reasons for its influence, which 
are part of our natural And human circumstances. Among' 
these it may suffice to mention one. It is a fact, certain to 
each one of us, that we shall individually die. If science 
could arrest the empire of death, as it has limited that oi‘ 
disease; if thought, in its onward march throughout the cen¬ 
turies, could rob us utterly of the presentiment of an im- 
* Baokle: Hiat. Civ. L 241-325. ’ Qu. by Luthardt 
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mortality and of onr aspiiations towrds ^Tiig^er world, then 

* 

religion would retain, in the fi:j^d oircnmstances of life, no 

ally of anything like equal power. But there i» the certainty, 

present to ^ach pne of us in our thoughtful moments, never 

ontirelj^ absent JErom the thought of those who seriously 

think at all, that an hour will cotne when we shrill face the 

* ^ 

problem of problems for ourselves and alone; when we shall 
Icnow by experience what really is beyond the veil, and how 
it is related to that which we see and are here; and it is 
impossible, with this prospect before us, to treat the voice 
and claims of religion as wholly trivial or unimportant.^ 
But here the question arises as to what it is that man seeks 
in seeking religion. Or rather, what is religion? We 
know it when We meet it in life; we know it by its bearing, 
by its fruits, by the atmosphere with which it surroimds 
itself. But what is It within the‘soul? what is its chief 
element or substance ( Wliat is this power which does not 
meet the eye, but which we trace in its results? what is the 
true psychological account that must be given of it ? 


I. 

As we repeat the question, " What is religion,” we find 
ourselves, it may be, in the position of standing face to face 

^ Hus is admitted, although, of coume, in terms which the writer would 
not adopt, by Mr. Buckle. Hist Civ i. 113. 


Does it consist in right /eelihgf g 

* % . ^ ‘ ' ♦ 

with a very old acqtiaml^ce, with whose countenance'and 

♦habits we have ^been'' familjar all our lives, but of whose 
real self we cannot but feel we have a somewha| shadowy 
perception. 

1. Is reh^on, then, in* the heart oiman, to be^ook^ 
upon chiefly as the highestf and ptujegt form of f^liig ? Is 
feeling the essential thing in truj religion ? So thought 
no less a person than Schleiermacber ^ He makes religion 
to coMist in feeling—^notably in our feeling of dependence 
on a Higher Power; and his influence has won for this 

i 

representation a wide acceptance^ in modem Protestant 
Germany.*^ Such in England is, (Jr has been at times, the 
practical instinct, if not the decision,, of Wesleyanism and 
kindred systems.® Feeling, not knowledge; feeling, not 
morality; feeling, not even conscience, is the test*of accep¬ 
tance—that is to say, of satisfactory religion. Acceptance 
is warranted by the sense of accep^aijce; religious progress 
is measured by the sense of enjoying more and more the 
raptures of the religious life. 

«ror, if we look either into the recesses of the humaii 


heart, OliPBoito the historical expressions of religious eain^^ 


^HiristlichewGlaube, i pp 6-14. He is expanding tbto 
proposition tbii'^'^Die 'From^gkeit, wel dte die Basis aller kiroldilBlien 
<^AieiiiBch8ltea iraamoTht, ist rein fUr sich Ixl^chtet weder em Wissen noch 


die Basis aller kiroldilBlien 
ditet weder em Wissen noch 


'Ihnn, sondem ein Bestimmtheit des Of^ibls oder des immittelboren 


Selhetbewnsstsems." Oompore p. 16 Das gemeinsome aller 4«igenigen 
Beatinuntheiten des Solbstbewusstseins, welche hberwiegend ein Irgend- 
wohergetroffenaein ^er Empfanglichkcit aussl^n, ist dass wir uns^alfl 
abhangig fdUen. 

* As with. N^tzsch, T^esten, and others Of. Grimm, Inst. Th Dogm. 


p 19. 


^ * Compare the remarks in Southey's “ Life of Wesley,’’ p 267. 
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ness, can the high place of feeling in the religious life be 
rightly depreciated. Feeling is the play of our conscious-# 
ness coming into contact with its object: it varies in in¬ 
tensity according to the interest we take in that object; it 
is a totally different thing in the case of a casual acquaint¬ 
ance and of a near relative. When, then, the soul is in 
intimate contact with the Object of objects—with God, 
—feeling, the purest and the most intense, is not merely 
legitimate, but ordinarily inevitable. How much «of the 
Psalter is feeling—the tenderost, the strongest, the most 
loyal, the most affectionate! “ Like as the hart desireth 
the water-brooks, so longeth my soul after Thee, 0 God. 
My soul is athirst for God, yea, even for the living God: 
when shall I come to appear before the presence*of God ?’* 
“Whom have I in heaven but Thee, and there is none 
upon earth that I (fesire in comp&rison of Thee!” “ My 
soul hangeth upon JChee: Tliy right hand hath upholdcn 
me.” “ Do not I hate them, 0 Lord, that hate Thee, and am 
not I grieved with those that rise up against Thee: yea, I hate 
them right sore, even as though they were mine enemies^’^ 
How profoundly is the religion of S. Paul, as we -study it 
in his Epistles, penetrated by ^eling! Always in felt 
contact with an unseett‘‘Master; he is tender, he is vehe¬ 
ment, he bums, he is ^melted: his dispositions towards hia 
fellow-men are so various and keen, because in him feeling 
has been educated in a higher Presence*—"The love of 
Christ constraineth us:” “ To me to live is Christ“ Wlio 

^ Fb. xlU. 1 ; bexiii, 25; Ixiii, 8; cxxxix. 21-22. 
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shall separate us from-the love of Christ ? ” “ I live; yet not 
I, but Christ liveth in me" If any man love not the 
Lord Jesus Christ, let him be anathema maranatha.” ' 

But the question is not whetliei feeling be an element of 
sincere religion; but whether it bo the one most essential 
element. And here two observations cannot fail to strike us. 

In the long run, there can be, for weU-ordered minds, no 
strong play of feeling apart from a sense of the intellectual 
truth of the object upon which feeling is bestowed. To 
lavish feeling, if it be possible to do so, upon a personage 
who is even suspected of being mythical or half mythical, 
is to prostitute feeling. Some idea, then, of the object of 
feeling must precede the feeling, as well as a conviction 
of the truth of the oTjject so conceived of. We are told 
that religious feeling is especially the sense of entire de- 
pendcnce upon a Higher Power: man’s inmost soul hangs 
confidingly upon the Power in whicji ■we live and move and 
have our being. But, then, what is this power ? That is a 
question wMch must be answered before feeling can 
determine its complexion. Is this power an impersonal 
force ? is it a blind fate or destiny ? is it come vast 
machine, having neither heart nor will, but moving on¬ 
wards through endless cycles of destructions and recom¬ 
binations, of life and death, unceasingly, resistleasly, 
inexorably ? If so, feeling at least cannot take the-form of 
absolute dependence: there is no such thing as surrender¬ 
ing yourself in trustful resignatiomto a piece of machinery, 
* 2 Cor. V. 14; Phil, i 21; Rom. viiL 36; Oiil. ii. 20; 1 Oor. xvi 22. 
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whicli may crush you to death at any moment in its 
advance. Trustful dependence is only possible when that 
on which we depend is seen to be a Person, and a moral 
Person, that is to say, holy, truthful, compassionate, just. 
But here we pass out of the region of feeling. It appears 
that before feeling can trust itself, something is wanted 
to guide and colour it. Knowledge is at least as essential 
to religion as feeling; and knowledge of the Object of 
religion, expressed in clear and precise terms, is aft^r all 
only another name for dogma. 

But, moreover, feeling, even if intelligent, must accom¬ 
pany right moral effort, in order to be religious. Feeling, 
even when directed to heavenly objects, may be, in its 
substance, partly physical; and there is no necessary con¬ 
nection between feeling so originating and moral earnest¬ 
ness, or even a right morality. Nay, it is vei^ possible for 
those who feel warmly to imagine, mistakenly enough, that 
warm feeling is the same thing as, or an adeq[uate substi¬ 
tute for, acting rightly. He who said, " If ye love Me, keep 
My commandments,”^ implied that there are forms of reN- 
gious passion, distinct no doubt from the true Christian 
grace of love, which may oo-exist^with disobedience, and 
may even appear to compensate for it. The Gralatians had 
not been the less willing to “ pluck out their own eyes,” 
out of devotion to S. Paul, at the time of their conversion, 
because they afterwards looked on him as a personal enemy 
for telling them the truth about the Judaisers.® The 

» Gal. iv. 15,16. 


» S. John xiv. 16. 
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Apostle was not insincere who protested, “ Though I should 
die with Thee, yet will I not deny Thee;”^ albeit a 
few hours lat^r, at the crisis of danger, he could exclaim, 
" I Jmow not the Man.” * Feeling is not necessarily moral 
purposeand its possible deficiencies on this side, as well 
as on the side of knowledge, shew that we cannot regard 
it as alone forming the raw material of religious life.® 

2. Is it then more nearly true to say that the one 
essential thing in religion is knowledge—knowledge of 
God and of the things of God ? Somewhat of this kind 
was the opinion of the Gnostics of the second century. 
They regarded the Christian doctrines as simply an addi¬ 
tion to the existing stock of current human speculations, 
and they ventilated what appear to us nothing less than 
the wildest fancies under the protection of current Chris¬ 
tian phrases, which served to decorate and recommend 
speculations that often had nothing to do with Christianity. 
Tliey thought that the Apostles had been unintellectaal 
persons, upon whose well-meant efforts they had them- 
s^ves improved.* Since faith has in it a large moral ele¬ 
ment, their watchword was, faith, but Icnowledge ; and, 

^ S. Matt, xxvi 35. “ S. Matt. xxvi. 72, 74. 

* Hegel, Worke, xvii. 295 ^u. Crrimm). Grtuidet sich die Religion Im 
Mendclien nor auf ein Gefilhl, so hat solches richtig keine wdtere Bestiin- 
inung ala das Gefilhl seiner Abhongigkeit zu aeyn, und go ware der Ilund 
der l^ste Chriat, donn er tragtdieaes amatarksten in sich, und lebt vornehm* 
Kch in diesem Geftihle. Auch erlosungsgefiihlo hat der Hund, wenn 
Beinem Hunger durch einen Knochen Befriedigung ii^-ird,'' This does 
not exclude the truth that the affectionate loyalty of a dog for hie master w 
a rebuke to the coldheartedneaa of Christians; but it is rightly implied that 
the religion of humanity must bo based on something more than feeliug. 

.. * S. Ireiwusi, Haw. III. 12,12. 
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in their own phrase, this knowledge was to be the salvation 
♦ 

of souls. ^ 

The history of the human mind repeats itself, and a 
position which is at bottom akin to the foregoing, is 
familiar to some of us in the philosophies of Schcliing and 
Ilegcl. Here too faith is only the lower grade, the popular 
form of the religious consciousness; its most cherished 
doctrines are only parables of the realities open to the eye 
of science upon which the modem thinker msiy gaze. 
His religion is thus mainly an effort of the intellect, which 
is perpetually engaged in disentangling and distilling from 
the rude forms of old-world creeds those abstract scientific 
conceptions which are better suited to the palate of modern 
philosophy.^ * 

It has already been implied that knowledge—true know¬ 
ledge of truth-^is of vital iniportancp to religion. No one 
would question this, except in the interests of a morbid 
fanaticism. Pteligion is impossible without some know¬ 
ledge of its object; and our capacities for true religious 
life must, to a certain extent, vary with our varying degree^ 
of religious knowledge.® **This,” says our Saviour, *‘is 

’ Compare the account which S. Irenseua gives of the Valentiniansi 
Htnr. i. 6, 2. Their contemptuous estimate^ Catholic Christians is ex¬ 
pressed in the phrase ol 61 (pyuv Kal Tlareuf xal fii] 

TfXcfar ypQfftv 

^ In the words of a more recent Hegelian writer, “ Dass der Xnhalt der 
Religion und Fhilosophie derselbe sey, indem den Vorstellnngen des religioscn 
Bewusstseyna ein ihnor fern liegender Sinn untergelegt wird, den man 
unverholen auSzusprecheii sich uieht getrauen darf. I^umer, Andeutung 
cinra Systtmea apeculutivcr Phihaopldtt p. 45, qu. by Grinun. 

* Roin. X. 2 ; Eph. i. 17; iv. IS; Phil. i. 9; Col. i. 9, 10; ii. 2; 1 
Ttni. it 4 : 2 Tim, ui. 7 ; Heb. x. 26 ; 2 Pet. i 2, 8, 8 ; ii. 20. 
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life eternal; that they may hnow Thee, the only true 

God, and Jesus Christ, Whom Thou hast sent.”^ The 

« 

knowledge spoken of here, and elsewhere in the Bible, is 

indeed not merely intellectual: it is knowledge in act; 

it is the knowledge which is won by love and obedience, 

as distinct from, although together with, intelligence. 

Nevertheless, knowledge, in its ordinary sense of informa- 
* 

tion apprehended by the understandmg, is indispensable 
to religion. Sight is not the power of v-alking or working; 
but we cannot work or walk blindfolded without disaster. 

Yet no mere action of the intelligence, however active, 
upon the subject-matter of religion, is the true back-bone of 
religion Knowledge alone may only enhfinee responsibility. 
If Christ had not come»and spoken to the Jews, they had 
not had sin: as it was, they had no cloke for their sin.® 
S. Paul contrasts a merely intelligent %pprehension of reli¬ 
gious subjects with love. " Knowledge,” he says, " puffeth 
up, but charity edifieth.”'* The whole drift of S. 
James’ Epistle goes to shew the worthlessness, religiously 
speaking, of unfruitful knowledge. The hearer of the 
Word who is not a doer, is compared with the man who 
continueth in the perfect Jaw of liberty besides looking into 
\t. The first does but realize a fleeting and unproductive 
impression; the second has undergone a change of life.'* 

The most inteUeotual of the Greeks, whose thoughts about 
0od and the soul might at times almost seem to anticipate 

'X 


' S. John xvii 3. 
»1 Qor viii. 1* 


• S John XV. 22; ix. 4J. 

* S. James i 22*24 




16 Is religion another fiame for morality f [Lect. 

Christianity, as they have been welcomed with the respect 
of many a generation of Christians, has unwittingly warned 
us of the religious impotence of mere culture* ^ staining his 
pages, not once or twice, but habitually, with sympathetic re¬ 
ferences to crimes, tolerable enough to the public sentiment of 
Athens, but the very names of which are defiling to Chris¬ 
tian lips. The most intellectual Gnostics were sensualists; 
sensualists upon a theory and with deliberation.^ And 
modem history, if it were worth our wliile to consult it 
here, yields many a warning that intellectual culture about 
religious things is one thing, and genuine religion quite 
another. Henry VIII., who had been destined for the 
English Primacy, was among the best read theologians of 
his day; but whatever opinion may be entertained of his 
place, as a far-sighted statesman, in English history, no 
one would seriously g,peak of him ag personally religious. 

Intelligence indeed, however cultivated, is only a depart¬ 
ment of human life. Man is something greater than a culti¬ 
vated intellect; even than an intellect cultivated by study 
of the highest objects that can be presented to it,—^by stu^y 
of the things of God. More than this is needed to con¬ 
stitute religion; which, if it be npt merely a sentiment or 
passion, so certainly it is more than an intellectual effort, 
however serious be its purpose or sublime its goal 

3. Are we then to say, with a hu^e seotion of the modem 
world, that the essential thing in religion is morality ? Thi^ 

^ B IrenaeuB, User i 6, 8. Si6 8)) xal t4 ireipyfUva vdpra dS^s ^ 
TeX^i^raroi TTpArtotiffiv airGip^ irepl Ctu ai ypaipal SuijSc^atoDprat, roit roioOKrtft 
a^d paaiKelav QeoC Ct. 1 Cot. %’i 9, 10. ’ ’ 
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was the teaching of Immanuel Ivant. Religion, as he phrases 
»lt, is a practical recognition of the Divine origin of the 
moral law.^ •And it is a doctrine which constantlj meets 
us in the society and the general literature of our own 
country at the present day. Its popularity is easy of 
explanation in an age when belief in the Unseen has been 
seriously w’^eakened among those classes of the people to 
wdiich the political necessity of strengthening virtues which 
purify*Life and uphold society is pre-eminently obvious. 

And certainly we must admit that religion has no more 
appropriate work than the regulation of human life in 
accordance with moral tiTitli; it is in this province 
especially that we look for evidences of its reality and 
its poweft “ By their fruits ye shall know them,” ® said 
its one great Master, of certain religious aspirants. “Pure 
religion,” according to Itis Apostle, “and undefiled before 
God and the Father, is this, to visit the fatherless and widows 


in their affliction, and to keep himself unspotted from the 
world.”® In other words, it is active philanthropy and per- 
sOilal purity. The language used to describe it in the Bible, 
implies that knowledge of religion and religious emotion are, 
as we have seen, worse thijft incomplete, if they do not lead to 


active goodness. * Wliat a man knows or feels is of little im- 
-^i^imtil it is ascertained what he does, or rather wliaV le is.® 
I^But, it by no means follows that morality can M truly 
.^Scribed as the essence of religion. It differs fre^ ^ligion 

’"i^Quot. in LutharJt*. Apologetiache Vortrage, 1. 6. ® S. Matt. viL,16. 

“ 'f-te. Jamefs L 27. * S. Matt. vii. 22, 23 ; 2 S. Pet. ii. 20, 21. 

L a<iqs\ xxiv. 3, 6; Rom. viiL 13, 14. 
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in this, that morality is conformity to a law of right, while 
religion is essentially a relation towards a Person, 
perfect, absolute morality will cover the same practical 
ground as true religion. But if men endeavour to treat 
morality as the only essential element in relfgion, and 
accordingly attempt to plant it on some independent basis, 
physical or otherwise, of its own—two things will happen. 
Such a morality will be miich "narrower than a religious 
morality; it will, in the judgment of religious men, present 
an incomplete view of the real cycle of duty; notably, it 
wiU fail to recognize that most important side of duty 
which we owe exclusively to God. But, besides this, 
morality, divorced from religion, will tend more and more, 
from the nature of the case, to aj^proximate to^a depart¬ 
ment of mere human law; to concern itself only with acts 
and not with motives; to make the external product, and 
not the internal governing principle, the supreme con¬ 
sideration. Morality, severed from religious motive, is like 
a branch cut off from a tree: it may, here and there, from 
accidental causes, retain its greenness for a while; but ©its 
chance* of vigorous life is a very slender one. Nor is it 
possible to popularize a real morality, a moralily that shall 
deal with motives as well as with acts, without unveiling 
to the eye of the soul something more personal than an 
abstract law. It is when man has caught sight of the one 

•v 

Perfect Being, and in the effort to escape from the weak¬ 
ness and degradations of his own earthly life, " lifts up his 
soul” to this unseen, all-powerful, all-boimtiful" Friend, 
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that he may hope to discover the true ideal of his life, and 
to realize it. Keligion is thus the constant spring and 
best guarantee of morality, but morality is not the “ essence 
of religion.” Keligion consists fundamentally in the prac¬ 
tical recognition of a constraining bond between the inward 
life of man and an unseen Person. ^ 

The ancients were fond of discussing the derivation of 
the word religion; and Cicero refers it to that anxious habit 
of iiiijjid which cons over again and again all that bears on the 
service of heaven. “ Lactantius may be wrong in his etymo¬ 
logy, but he has certainly seized the broad poimlar sense of 

the word, Avhen he connects it with the idea of an obliga- 
% 

tion by which mail is bound to an invisible Lord.® 

With lihis the Biblifial xjhraseology is in substantial har¬ 
mony. The expressions wliich describe the religion of the 
earliest Patriarchs are in point; and,*like much else in the 
Pentateuch, they mould the later language of the Psalter. 
Knoch and bToali are said to have “walked with God;” 
Abraham was bidden “ walk before the face of God, and be 
p#rfect.”^ Here God is represented as the bounden Com¬ 
panion of a man’s life, as well as liis all-surveying Judge 
and Master; and this idea of religion as personal devoted- 
ness to God underlies all the representations of Scripture 

^ Compti.re Ens. Prsiep. Ev. 1, 2. ^ vphs rbv Kal n6vov cbs dXij^wt 

6/JLoi\oyQVfjLev6» re #coi Oedv dydpev<ris xal rj kotA roOroy 

“ Nat. Deor. ii. 28. Qui omnia qusa ad cultiim deorum pertinerent, dili- 
genter retractorent et tanquam relegerent, religiosi dicti aunt ex relegendo. 

® luBt. Div. iv. 28. Vinculo pietatis obstricti, Deo religali aumus, unde 
ipsa religio nomen cepit. Compare the hostile phrase of Lucretius, ** religio- 
nuin se nodis solvere." Cf. St. Aug. Ketract. 1. 13 ; de verA relig. xli, 55. 

* Gen. V. 24; vi. 9 ; xvii. 1, 
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on the subject. Religion in the understanding, is the 
knowledge of God,^—of His will and commandments; it is 
the knowledge of His " mystery” or secret counsel revealed 
in Christ.® When the Jewish law had been given, religion 
was practically a “walking in the law of the Lord when 
the Christian revelation has been made, it is an “acknowledg¬ 
ment of the truth which is after godliness.” * But in this 
truth, in that law, it seeks a Person; ib is fundamentally 
the maintenance of a real relation with the Personal .God, 
or with a Divine Person really incarnate in Jesus Christ. 
Accordingly, religion, both Jewish and Christian, is de¬ 
scribed as a covenant; it is a bond or understanding 
between the nation or the soul and God; or, still more, 
from the point of view of a faith tha^" worketh by love, it is 
j>ersoiial communion with God. “That which we have seen 
and heard,” says S. John, “ declare We unto you, that ye 
also may have communion with us, and truly our com¬ 
munion is with the Father, and with His Son Jesus Christ.”® 
Thus religious life is more than feeling, since feeling may 
be physical, misdirected, selfish. It is more than knowledg©; 
which, even if it be complete and accurate, may fail to 
govern the moral nature. It is ntore than obedience to a 
moral code, because such obedience, if sufficiently complete 
to be religious, already implies relations to the Lawgiver. 
And*yet religion is feeling; it is mental illumination; it 
is especially moral effort; because it is that which implies, 
and comprehends, and combines them aU. It is the sacred 

r ‘ Hos. iv. 1. “ Eph. i. 17. 

* pB. c.Kix. 1; Cf. S. Luko i. 6. * Tit. i. 1. 


»1 S. John L 8. 
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bondj ‘freely accepted, generously, enthusiastically, persis¬ 
tently welcomed, whereby the soul engages to make a con¬ 
tinuous expenditure of its highest powers in attaching itself 
to the Personal Source and Object of its being. It is the 
tie by \^iicli the soul binds itself to God, its true friend. To 
be thus bound to a person is to cherish strong; nay, 
passionate feelings towards him; it is to seek to know aU 
that can be known about his wishes and character, and to 
register this knowledge in exact terms; it is to obey 
scrupulously all that is clearly ascertaiiied to be his wiU. 
“ Shew Thou me the way that I should walk in, for I lift up 
my soul unto Thee.” This is tlie language of feeling, pure 
and strong; it is the language of intelligence, ever desir¬ 
ing a higher knowledge of its Highest Object; it is the 
language of obedience, the most absolute that man can 
proffer. It is these, because it is tUe voice, the exceeding 
great cry, of that unquenchable passion, of that irrepressible 
aspiration, whereby the soul of man shews forth its truest 
dignity and highest virtue in seeking the better to know 
^d love and serve its Highest and Invisible Object; be¬ 
cause, in a word, it is the language of religion. 


II 

If the prayer of the human soul be granted, can we infer 
from the needs of the suppliant any of the necessaiy 
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characteristics of the great gift which is to relieve tlieni ? 
To say that we can do so will not be “ dictating terms to 
God/’ because He is not more the author of a religious 
Revelation than of the moral and mental instincts which 
demand it. To say that we can do so will not in'^olve our 

paying court to the corrupt instincts of a fallen nature; ” 
because it certainly is not these instincts which seek a 
close ap])roach to a nearer vision of the Throne of Moral 
Purity and Light. Nor will it compromise the True^faith 
by drawing attention to some features which are, and must 
be, more or less common to it with the false faiths whereby 
man, again and again, during his long and weary history, 
has sought to satisfy the noblest of his passions, even 
when he has only lighted up the dark canopy of heaven 
from fires kindled by himself on earth. For in order to 
exist at all, false beliefs must embody some, even con¬ 
siderable elements of truth; and conversely, the True 
Faith, in order to be itself, must have something, both in 
its form and in its substance, that is common to itself and 
to every falsehood that opposes it. , 

1 . First of all, then, an answer from God to the religious 
needs of man will be, at least in spme degree, a mysterious 
answer: it will half unveil much which shades off into the 
unknown and the incomprehensible. To profess to reveal 
the Infinite, and yet to undertake to explain everything to 
the perfect satisfaction of a finite understanding, is worse 
than unreasonable. And a creed which should discover 
nothing that lies beyond the province of our experience, can 
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have no pretensions to be a religious creed at all. For 
^ religion is not a relation to or communion with nature, or 
with any natural force or law; it is communion with an 
Invisible Person. Certainly, we hear men speak of a 
religion *of art, of a religion of work, of a religion of civil¬ 
isation. Harmless metaphors these, if it be only meant 
that all the occupations of life can and should be penetrated 
and sanctified by the sense of God’s Presence and Will; 
but ijiischievous and misleading to the last degree, if it be 
suggested that either art, or work, or civilisation is in 
itself an end worthy of the highest energies of the liaman 
spirit. He only W'ho made us for Himself—^the Infinite 
and Eternal God—can be the object of religion, and any 
serious gnswer to the religious aspirations of humanity must 
point to Elm. " Our preachers,” said a G erman writer, refer¬ 
ring to his university some thirty yeafts ago," having got rid 
of the Christian doctrines by means of the higher criticism, 
are now insisting vith much earnestness upon the importance 
of taking regular exercise.” ^ Eegular exercise is no doubt 
^matter of real importance in its way: but an advocacy of its 
advantages, however impassioned, says nothing to that side 
of our being which breathes the prayer, "Shew Thou me the 
WQQ? that I should walk in, for I lift up my soul unto Thee.” 

That Christianity is mysterious,is no new objection against 
it. Unquestionably it is mysterious. In the year 1702, 
Toland undertook to prove that " Christianity is not mys¬ 
terious:” but he only succeeded in leading a certain num- 

R 

' Dr. Tholuck to Dr. Pusey. 


‘24 


2. Definiteness of true religion^ [Lect • 

* ’ ■ " 
ber of minds to a belief that it is false. That " the Gospel 

contains nothing contrary to reason ” is the conviction of 
every Christian, who knows that right reasoji and revela¬ 
tion are alike gifts of God. That the Gospel "contains 
nothing above reason,” is an assertion so paradoxitial* as to 
be undeserving of a reply from those who believe that the 
historical and doctrinal statements of the New Testament 
are integral elements of the Gospel. Toland, indeed, could 
only make any approach to demonstrating his thesis, by 
tampering with the ordinary and world-wide sense of the 
term " Mystery;” and since the days of Toland science her¬ 
self has, by her discoveries, made men feel more keenly 
than did oiir fathers the mysteriousness of Nature, and 
through Nature, of Nature’s God. <• ^ 

2. Next, God’s answer to man’s prayer must, at least 
within limits, be definite. An unswea* made up altogether of 
vague hopes, aspirations, surmisings, guesses, probabilities, 
whatever its other merits, will not meet the specific needs of 
man. i Wliat does man seek in seeking a religious creed ? 
He seeks intellectual satisfaction and moral support. 
intellect asljs for reliable information upon certain subjects 
of the most momentous importance. How does he come to 
be here ? Whither is he going ? 'Wliat is the purpose and 
of the various forms of existence around him ? Above 
what is the nature, what are the attributes and dispositions, 
of that Being to Whom the highest yearnings of his irimpst 
self constantly point as the true object of his existence ? 
In asking that the answers to these questions shall be 
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definite, that what is certain shall be affirmed as certain, 
what is doubtful as doubtful, what is false as false, he is 
only asking tdiat his religious infonnation shall be pre¬ 
sented in as clear and practical a shape as Ins information on 
other sul^ects. In no department of human knowledge is 
haziness deemed a merit: by nothing is an educated 
mind more distinguished than by the resolute effort to 
mark the exact frontiers of its knowledge and its ignorance; 
to hesjtate only when hesitation is necessary; to despair of 
knowledge only when knowledge is ascertain ably out of 
reach. Surely on the highest and most momentous of all 
subjects this same precision may be asked for mth reve¬ 
rence and in reason; surely the human mind is not bound 
to forget^ its noblest Instincts when it ai)proaches the 
throne and presence of its Maker. 

Yet more necessary ace definite sta1:onients of truth and 
duty to the moral side of human life. To obey at all, we 
must know what are the true limits of obedience, and what 
the nature and authority of the lawgiver. A soldier under 
fir# has two things to do: first to attend to the word of his 
commanding officer, and then to strengthen his wiU by all 
the considerations wliich* may enable him to do his duty. 

as a moral being, is engaged in a perpetual campaign ■ 
agaihst the invading forces of temptation which assail him 
from without, and the insurrectionary outbreaks of lawless 
passions'from witlnn. If he is to make a successful resis¬ 
tance, he must be penetrated by a conviction that it is of 
vital importance to resist to the last extremity. This 
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conviction must itself be made up of and depend upon 
other convictions, such as the sanctity of God, His powe^ 
His omnipresence, the interest which He takes in our suc¬ 
cess, the strength with which He supplies us, the certainty 
that He will come to judge us. A hazy sketch, a faltering j 
utterance may suffice for an aimless sentimentalism; it is 
useless for the purposes of an earnest moral struggle. 

An exact creed and code of conduct is therefore a need 
of man’s mental and moral nature; and all religious s^'stems, 
whatever their truth or falsehood,have attempted to satisfy it. 
The answer to this need, with which we are familiar, is that 
contained in the Christian theology; and we use that word 
in its broad sense, as including the whole cycle of revealed 
doctrine and morals. Theology, in its scientific exhibition; 
results from the effort wliich the Christian mind makes 
from age to age to reduce to a pfeciso and working form 
the deposit of tnith committed at the first to the Chris¬ 
tian Church. It is the elaborate inventory which century 
after century the Church has been taking of the priceless 
treasures which were committed to her keeping in’^he 
age of the Apostles. Wliat doctrines may and may not be 
catalogued in that inventory without serious inaccuracy, is 
a point upon which, unhappily, there are wide divisions 
in the Christian world; but in the fifty generations of 
Christians from the first imtil the present age there has never 
been any sort of question as to the duty of ascertaining, 
os correctly as may be, what are the truths which Christ 
and His Apostles have taught, what is the exact area and 
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import of these truths, what their mofral and social signi¬ 
ficance, what our practical duties towards them. 

Yes; but it^s said, has not this inveterate instinct of the 
Christian mind been fatal to the beauty of religious truth ? 

^ Is not reBgious truth better left in the vague, hazy distance 
of popular tliought ? Is it not vulgarized l^y this nearer 
probing, by this inquisitive anxiety to make out exactly 
what it is ? Is not the New Testament vague and undecided, 
and are we likely to improve upon it ? Are not the clerg}'-, 
too, under a temptation to confuse between their professional 
instinct of making the most of their title-deeds, and the 
real broad interests of Christendom ? Has not Christendom, 
in fact, suffered by over-definitions, by false definitions; 
and this in former ages^s certainly as in our own ? 

Certainly tliere are arguments which may be urged 
against definitions; and first of all on aesthetic grounds. 
A picture of Turner’s is a more beautiful thing than a 
working drawing; but if your object be to give the 
measurements of a public edifice. Turner’s picture would 
not be the more useful guide of the two. It is easy 
to advise a man to "study and admhe the poetry of 
Isaiah and S. John, wipiout troubling himself with the 
truth of their theological dogmas, or even of their 
historical statements.” No doubt the poetry of the Evan¬ 
gelist and of the Prophet is of consummate beauty, butdt 
is not their poetry which has impmssed them on the thought 
and heart of the Christian world. The really important ques¬ 
tion about both these writers is, what do they exactly teach 



28 Dejimtc7iess oftfie Nem Testament. [Lect. 

-n- 

upon the gravest subjects that can interest thoughtful men ? 

And next, is tlieir teaching true ? The answer to this, to be 
worth having, must be a sharply defined apsvrer; and art, 
if needs be, must make a sacrifice to the demands of truth. 
That there have been unnecessary definitions, rash defini-,. 
tions, false definitions in Christendom, must be frankly 
granted; that they are still possible cannot be denied, 
in view of contemporary events; that they have injured 
the cause of Christ cannot be doubted. But the ques¬ 
tion is as to the principle of definiteness, not as to 
its abuse: false definitions, like false miracles, imply the 
tnie, of which they are a counterfeit and caricature. As 
to the New Testament, those who speak of its teaching 
as indefinite, appear to confuso between its substance 
and its form. ^lade up as it is of four biogi’aphical 
sketches, of one nan-ative of the Jives and works of some 
missionary teachers, of twenty-one letters, six of them 
addressed to individuals, and of one description of a 
heavenly vision, its form is, of necessity, unmethodical; it is, 
if you will, anti-scholastic. But its form is distinct froim^its 
substance; and from age to age the clear import of its sub¬ 
stance is pressed upon tjre imagination and heart of the 
world by the matchless beauties of its form. The teaching 
of the New Testament indefinite! It is simple paradox. 
WJiat can be more definite than the account of Christ’s Birth, 
of His Miracles, of His Eesuirection, of His Ascension 
into heaven^ in the first three Gospels ? What more definite 
than the awful representation of His Person in the fourth ? 
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-Is the account of justification in the Epistle to the Roinans 

a^d the Galatians indefinite ? Or that of the Eucharist and 

the supcmaturai gifts of the Spirit in the First Epistle to the 

> Corinthians, or that of the incorporation of the Church 

«vith the fiving and triumphant Christ in the letters to 

the Colossians and Ephesians, or that of its organization 

in the Pastoral Epistles ? Is it not rather tmo that the 

Xew Testament is much too definite for modern unhelief, 

and thj^ the real crime of the Church is, not tliat slic has 

added the quality of definiteness to the wn-itings of the 

Apostles and the Evangelists, but that she has persistently 

called attention to that quality which from the first, and 

from the nature of the case, belonged to them ? 

How, indeed, could *it be otherwise ? How would 
. the cry of humanity for light and guidance have been 
answered? how would it not rather 'have been mocked 
and scorned, by a revelation of the indefinite; by a 
revelation of mists whereof none could decide the fron- 
'tiers, or unfold the meaning, or insist upon the worth ? 
Suoh a revelation would have in fact revealed nothing; 
nothing that might not have been in some degree 
surmised by reason; notJiing that could invigorate the 
heart or control the will. And in Christianity God has not 
thus disappointed us. He has not contrived to say much 
without asserting anything. If om- Heavenly Father has 
not answered the petition of His children for the solid 
bread of truth with a stone, He as certainly has not met it 
by offering them a transcendental vapour. 
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y. Thirdly, a real answer to the religious needs of man'- 
must be positive. It must state what is truth, and nqt 
merely what is not truth. The soul of man does not look 

inward and upward only in the hope of detecting falsehoods: 

« 

its deepest desire is to know, not what is not, but what is.# 
Merely negative teachers are as the wind; they destroy but 
they cannot build; at their best they do but sweep away the 
unsubstantial fictions of human fancy or human fraud, but 
they erect nothing solid in the place of the discarded fictions. 
Positive truth alone can feed, sustain, invigorate the soul. It 
is no support in the hour of despondency or in the hour of 
temptation to reflect or to be told that such and such a 
doctrine or system is false. Possibly enough it is false; but 
what then ? Does a sense of its falsehood neive the will to do 
and the heart to sustain when action and endurance are hard ? 
A sense of falsehood only supplies lAoral power so long and so 
far as you are confronted with the falsehood. You hate the 
lie, and your hatred imports force into your contradiction; 
you loathe the idol, and a righteous scorn nerves your arm to 
shatter it. But when the idol has been pulverized and the 
lie is exploded, your force is gone. Your force was purely 
relative to the objects of its animosity, and it perished with 
them. Kay, more; even while they lasted, your force was 
good for nothing beyond and beside the function of destroy¬ 
ing them. Such force is like Jehu; it is trenchant ehergy 
so long as vengeance has to be wreaked upon the house of 

f 

Ahab; but it is abject impotence when the time comes fot 
settling the polity of Israel on a sure foundation, so as to 
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store Tip a legacy of strength and safety for the coming 
times. Positive doctrine, on the other hand, is, or ought to 
be, moral power. The whisper, “ there is no God,” in the 
lieart of the moral fool, can never add to his stock of practi¬ 
cal forcer The faith of the Psalmist, “ the Lord liveth,” is 
at once followed by the exclamation, “ and blessed he' my 
strong Helper, and praised be the God of my salvation.” ^ 
The soul cannot rest upon the void which is the result of 
that T^t negation: it can and does draTV comfort, strength, 
support, determination, as it grasps and leans upon this 
greatest of aU assertions. 

This is a point which requires insisting on, especially 
in an age of criticism. Here and there criticism may 
vindicate.an affirmation; its more ordinary occupation is 
to destroy. It almost proceeds upon the assumption that 
the soil of truth is encifinbered on all sides with brushwood 
and rubbish, and that it can scarcely do wrrong in burning 
and clearing away for ever. We may allow that there is 
legitimate and useful work for it to do; but it is not the less 
true that the temper of mind which it creates is prone to 
entertain a most serious misapprehension on religious 
matters. It tends to b^et the notion that religious truth 
is simply negation—^negation of false beliefs, negation of 
superstitious practices, negation of the errors and mistakes 
of .other people; but scarcely anything that is reaUy posi¬ 
tive, with a body and substance of its own. Very many 
' people in this country, especially among the educated 

* Ps- xviii. 47. 
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classes, conceive of religion in this way, and' to their own 
unspeakable loss. What God is not, what Christ is not^^, 
what the atonement and work of Christ are not, what 
prayer is not, what sacraments are not;—these are the q^ues- 
tions with which they concern themselves almost exclu¬ 
sively. Yet the only question that is lastingly practical is 
what God, Christ, the atonement, prayer, the sacraments 
are. The negative conclusion does nothing beyond remov¬ 
ing one or more misconceptions, or being supposed <to do 

BO; or rather it does something which were better undone. 

% 

It satisfies the vague sense that religion is too important a 
concern to be entirely passed by: it furnishes a form of 
interest in religion, of strictly intellectual interest, that may 
be warranted to entail no practical consequences. And thus 
the half-awakened conscience is again lulled to sleep, by en¬ 
countering a religious idea which only presents itself to be 
discarded; and the eyes of the spirit close, perhaps for ever. 

Do I say that a true faith has no negative aspects ? 
Certainly not. The Jewish faith was a negation of Poly¬ 
theism : Christianity is a negation of Polytheism, and of 
much besides. The most characteristic writings of the great 

• I 

Apostle are protests against false idb§a of the work of Christ: 
the most elaborate of the Catholic creeds contains a 
repudiation of errors wMch deny the tnith of the Divine 
Natee, or the truth of the Person of Jesus. But in these 
cases the negation does not stand alone; it is only the 
inevitable corollary of a greater affirmation. Unlike the 
dreary criticism which makes a solitude in the human 
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spirit, and then sardonically calls it peace, the negations 

of the Creed do hut remove obstructions to its positive 

statements: they clear a space in thought for laying the 

foundations and raising the walls of a solid edifice, within 

^ which tRe Divine Architect has provided for the most 

urgent wants of ma:i. 

4. Yet again, if man’s deepest needs are to be satisfied, 
he must believe that his creed is absolutely, and not merely 
relati'sroly, true. Eclative truth—truth whicli is true only 
to certain persons or under certain circumstances—ceases 
to be truth when those persons and circumstances pass. It 
is transient; and to say that truth is transient, is to qualify 
the idea of truth by an attribute which destroys it. Eela- 
tive truth^is not truth, tn the plain sense of the teim ^ it is 
only opinion; it is opinion which in the event proves to be 
unfounded. 

We are often told that Christianity, like the other 
positive religions of the world, is relatively true; and 
hard words are used of Christians, who say that its truth is 
absolute if it be true at all. Yet how can a creed profess to be 
relatively true without admitting itself to be really false ? 
It was pardonable in Beiihadad’s Syrians to suggest that the 
Grod of Israel was only a Grod of tlie hills; but no believing 
Israelite could have granted this without denying the first 
article of his creed. And Philosophy has sometimes meant 
to befriend Christianity, by asserting that it teaches a rela- 
' tive truth. She bids believers make the best of it, on the 
• ground that if QOt absolutely true, it is a phase of truth. 
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tnue to the believer, true provisionally, although liable to bo 
superseded by a higher truth iu days to come. But who 
could make the most of a creed with such an estimate of it^ 
worth as tliis ? Would any sensible man die for a “ rela¬ 
tively true” religion? Could it teach him the^duties of 

4 

prayer or self-sacrihcc ? Would he live for it ? Would he be 
even iiitercsled for long in a philosophy wdiich he believed 
to be only relatively true ? Wliile the Ptolemaic system 
of the heavens lasted, it was supposed to bo absolutely true: 
Would the ancient world liave listened quietly fo the 
Ptolemaic teachers had it suspected, however distantly, the 
advent of a Copernicus? The ceremonial element in the 
Jewish dispensation, as S. Paul has taught us, was only of 
relative authority. But it was believed by the Jews to be 
absolute. To see in it “a figure of the time then pre¬ 
sent,” was already to have bccom.c g, Christian. Any creed, 
whether true or false, must claim to be absolute, or it 
must make no claim at all, since upon our faith in itp ab- . 
solute truth depends our persuasion of the necessity and 
even of the reasonableness of the acts, habits, efforts, sac¬ 
rifices, which constitute its practical side—of the ventures, 

ill short, which men make on account of it. 

% 

To say that Christianity is onl^ relatively true’; that it 
is but the prelude and introduction to some broader reli¬ 
gion of humanity, which will in time supersede it, is, in fact, 
to reject Christianity. For from the first Christianity has 
claimed to be the Universal Heligion. It was destined from 
the first to embrace the whole world; it was to last through- 




---- • - 

I.] The universal religion must be absolute. 35* 

- 1 -————— - 

out the ages. " Go ye/’ said its Foimder, “ and make dis' 
ciples of all nations, baptizing them in the name of the 
Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost;” and, "lo, 
I am with you alway, even unto the end of the world.” ^ 
Xu this claim of universality, whether in time or range of 
empire, there lay the implied and further claim to be the 
Absolute Religion—the one final unveiling of the Universal 
Father’s mind before the eyes of His children.® This con- 
victioji underlies S. raiil’s earnest apostolate of the Gentiles 
in the face of active Jewish prejudice. He "owed”^ the 
absolute religion, as he could have owed no relative religion 
whatever, to the Greeks and to tlie Barbarians alike, to the 
philosophers and to the uneducated. To his eye all the 
deepest (Jivisions of c’ountry, race, and station vanished 
entirely as men i)assed within the Church. “ There is,” he 
exclaimed, "neither Gitjek nor Jew, circumcision nor un¬ 
circumcision, Barbarian, Scythian, bond nor free, but Christ 
is all, and in all.” * A religion conscious of being suitable 
only to particular dates or localities could never have 
originally aspired to bring within the range of its influence 
all the varieties of race and thought that are found in the 
human family. It would feel its unsuitableness to some 
races, to some civilizations, to some liistorical periods, if not 
to all. " To make aU men see what is the fellowship of the 
mystery which from the beginning of the world hath been 

^ S. xxviii. 19, 20. 

® Baur: Vorlesungen ttber Neutestamentliche Theologie, p. 131. 

» Rom. i 14. 

MloLiii. 11; cf. Gal. m.,28 
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hid in God,”^ was an ambition appropriate “.to the faith 

once for all delivered to the Saints.” 

5 . Lastly, if man’s religious wants are to be answered, his 
creed must speak, not merely to his intelligence, but to his 
heart and will. He cannot really rest upon the mdst unim¬ 
peachable abstractions. He needs something warmer than the 
truest philosophy. He yearns to come in contact with a heart; 
and no religion therefore can really satisfy him which does 
not at least lead him to know and love a person. An iinseen 
Friend, who will purify, and teach, and check, and lead, and 
sustain him:—^that is his great necessity. And this want, 
this last but deepest want of man’s religious life, Christi¬ 
anity has satisfied. As humanity, “ sitting in darkness and 
in the shadow of death,” pleads with the Power Whom it 
feels but cannot see—“Shew Thou me the way that I 
should walk in, for I lift up my soul unto Thee ”—^lo! the 
heavens drop down from above, and the skies pour forth 
righteousness. And One fairer than the children of men 
presents Himself to aU the centuries and countries of the 
world with the gracious bidding, “ Come unto Me, aU ye 
that labour and are heavy laden, and I will give you rest.”® 

In the Lectures which are to follow during the succeed- 

r 

ing Sundays of Lent, an attempt will be made to insist 
upon some of the truths which arc most fundamentally 
related to the soul’s religious life, as they come into contact 
with some forms of modern thought. Of so vast a subject 
a few fragments are all that, from the nature of the case, 

, * Eph. id. 9. 


® S. Jude 3. 


*S. Matt. xi. 28. 
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can possibly be offered. If we could say aU that could be 
jSaid, such truths must stiU shade off into the unknow^i. 
But we may at least endeavour to trace what we can see 
of their real outline, to quicken our sense of their positive 

i 

contents, to deepen our convictions of their absolute and 
unchanging significance, to enhance the influence which they 
already exert over our moral natures. It is not well that such 
topics should be approached with no higher purpose than that 
of aPj intellectual enterprise. If we do not mean the cry, 
" ohew Thou me the way that I should walk in, for T lift 
up my soul unto Thee,” it were better not to enter on the 
holy ground. Religion indeed must always command the 
attention of practical men, because it is, at least, one of 
the most powerful forces, because it shapes the strongest 
passions, that can govern the conduct of large masses of 
mankind. It also will 6ver be interesting to serious thinkers, 
whether they accept its authority or not; for without 
controversy it has a word to say upon the highest objects 
of human thought. But for those who look at it, not only 
from without but from within, not as a toy of the intellect, 
but as a necessity of the soul, it must be sometliing more 
than this. If there be ^y truth in its teachings at all, if its 
aspirations be any tiling more than a waste of heart and effort, 
lavished through centuries upon what are after all only 
Weird or graceful phantoms of the brain, then nothing that 
can occupy our thoughts can really compare with it in point 
of absorbing and momentous import. Beyond everything 
else, it must have imperious claims upon the time and 
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thongM and working power of every human being who has 
ever felt, in any serious degree, the unspeakable' solemnity^, 
of life and death. May God endow us with a sense of this 
interest in that which binds us to Himself, or may He 
deepen it-; and then, in answer to the longings which in 4 
every sincere soul it will assuredly foster, may He this Lent 
be mercifid to us, each and all, and bless us, and shew us 
the light of His countenance, and bo merciful imto us 

ipd. 1. f 



LECTURE IL 

Srron^j Suntiap m iLcnt. 

GOD, THE OBJECT OF EELTGIOH. 

Ts. xTii. 2. 

My sold is athirst for O’nd, yea cvrn, for the living God: when shall T eoinc to 

(vppear Ufort tlm presence of God t 

fTlIIEIiE is scarcely, even i}i the Psalter, a inoi’e touching 
psalm than this. * The Psalmist is probably an exile 
of the early Assyrian period. In the land of his captivity, 
he is surrounded by cdl the institutions of an established 
idolatry, and, as he sadly reflects, he is far removed from the 
Holy Home of the race of Israel; from the place which the 
Lord had chosen to put His name there; from the worship 
and fellowship of the sacred commonwealth. His tliouglit 
spans the intervening desert, and he dwells with a full and 
aching heart on all that lies beyond it. He remembers 
the festival services in Jerusalem in bygone years, when he 
went with the "multitude keeping holyday,” when he, too, had 
his share in the " voice of joy and praise,” As he calls up 
in memory this cherished part, he pours out his soul in secret 
grief; and while the cruel heathen around taunt him with the 
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insulting question, Wliere is thy God ? he can only find 
refuge in tears; his tears, as he tells us, flow by day and 
by night. When will the long years of exile have an end? 
When will he come to " appear before thejpresence of God”? 
He is like the thirsty stag, panting after the distant water- ^ 
brooks; his inmost being is " athirst for God, yea even for 
the living God.” 

“ The living God! ” What a strange, yet what a preg¬ 
nant phrase! Surely, the Author of Life must live; yet 
here is an expression which hints at tfie idea of deities who 
are not alive. It was thus that the Hebrews distinguished 
the true God Wlio had revealed Himself to their ancestors 
from the false gods of the nations around them. " As for 
all the gods of the heathen, they are' but idols; but it is the 
Lord that made the heavens.” ^ The heathen deities were so 
much carving, sculpture, and ccilouiing; or they were so' 
much human imagination or human speculation; they had 
no being independent of the toil, whether of the hands or of 
the brains of men. They had no existence in themselves; 
they did not live, whether men thought about them or not: 
as we should s^y, they had no objective existence. It was 
true that evil spirits, by lurking beneath the idol forms, or 
draping themselves in the debasing fancies of the heathen 
world, might contrive to appropriate the homage which the 
human heart in its darkness lavished upon its own crea¬ 
tions;' and thus the Canaanites are said, in their cruel 
Moloch-worship, to have sacrificed their sons and their 


^ Ps. xevi. 5 . 
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daughters unto devils. ^ But the broad contrast, latent in 
the expression " the living God,” is the contrast between 
imagination and fact; between an Existing Being and a 
collection of fancy personages; between a solemn truth 
and a stupid and debasing unreality. 

We are not here concerned to inquire w’hat elements of 
truth there may have been in the forms of heathen worship 
with which the Jews came into contact.® Some truth there 
certainly was in the most degraded of them; since a religion 
which is pure undifuted falsehood could not continue to 
exist as a religion, and the false religions which do exist, 
only exist by virtue of the elements of truth which in varying 
I)roportion3 they severally contain. The lowest fetichism 
witnesses to the great trtith, that man must go out of himself 
in order to seek for an adequate object of his heart-felt 
devotion—of his highest enthusiasms. And no instructed 
Christian would deny that certain forms of heathenism 
embrace incidentally the recognition of considerable dis¬ 
tricts of fundamental truth. If, indeed, as S. Paul says, 
God teaches all men up to a certain point through nature 
and conscience,® it could not be otherwise; and this inter¬ 
mixture of truth, which *is thus latent in all heathenism, 

% 

^ Pa. cvl 87. 

^ On the ‘*Du^iiBaUon o£ Paganism,” see Newman’s *'Arians of the 
Fourth Century," pp. 87-9],; and the quotation from S. Clem. Alex. Strom, 
vii. 2. “ He (the Word) it is who gives to the Greeks their philosophy. . . . 
His revelations, both the former and the latter, are di-awn forth from one 
fount; those who were before the Law, not suffered to be without Law; 
those who do not hear the Jewish philosophy, not surrendered to an unbridled 
CO’UW.’' 

* Bom. i. 19, 20. 
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affords the best starting-point for convincing heathens of the 
errors which they admit, and of the truths which they den^ 
beyond. ^ In this sense, undoubtedly, the science, which has 
been of late named Comparative Theology, may be n^ade * 
really serviceable to the interests of Christian truth. It is* 
a widely different thing to start with an assumption that all 
the positive religions in the world, the Jewish and Christinn 
revelations included, are alike conglomerate formations in 
very varying degrees, partly true and partly false; a^d that 
tlie religion of the future—an ethcrealized abstraction, to 
be distilled by science from all the creeds and worships of 
mankind—will be something beyond, and distinct from all 
of them. Certainly’heathenism is not treated, either in the 
Old Testament or in the New, with the tenderness which 
would befit such an anticipation as this. Practically speak¬ 
ing, and as contrasted with the revealed truth, whether 
Jewish or Christian, heathenism is represented as a lie. To 
live within its territorial range is to live in the kingdom 
of darkness; * to practise its rites is to be an enemy to God 
by wicked works; ® to go after false gods is to have the 
earnest of great trouble,* and to provoke the anger of the 
real Lord of the Universe. The Assyrian idols did not raise 
in the exile’s mind any question as to the stray elements of 
truth which might be underlying so much tawdry and impure 
error. " My soul,” he cried, "is athirst for God, yea even 

So S. Clem. Alex, speaks of Greek philosophy as {/iro^ddpav oiVav rijt 
iforA H.fnertbv 0iXoffo^/ar.—Strom, vi., qu. by Newman, ubi sup. 

Is. lx. 2; 1 Pet. U. 0, » Col. i. 21. 

* Ps. Ixxviii, 5fi,,6a; cvi. 36-iO. 
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for the living God: when shall I come to appear before the 
presence of God?” 

The language of this exile is in truth the language of the 
•human heart, under the stress of the purest and deepest 
f^sire that man can know. In this life man is an exile; he 
is parted from his true home and country; he is the victim 
of an unconquerable restlessness. Thi>: restlessness of the 
mind—this "wasting fever of the heart” of man—this 
unwilliigness to be satisfied with any earthly good— 
attracted the attention of ancient thinkers. But tliey did 
not understand its secret. They would fain have accounted 
for it by pointing to some fatal warp or flaw in human 
nature j or they would have,silenced it by the tentative 
guesses of cuccessive philosophies, moving in cycles wliieh 
ended in proclaiming that nothing beyond the province of 
sense is trustworthy \ or Ihcy would have buried it beneath 
the cares of business, or the cares of empire, or the grosser 
attractions of sensual pleasure. But again and again the 
human heart has protested against these endeavours to 
crush the noblest of its aspirations; and history again and 
again has echoed with the cry, "My soul is athirst,” 
not for pleasures which jdiay degrade, nor yet for philo- 
sephies which may disappoint, but for the Pure, the 
Absolute, the Everlasting Being. " My soul is athirst for ; 
God: when shall I come to appear before the presence of 
God?” 

AVas this cry ever heard more distinctly by those who 
have ears to hear the voices of the spiritual world than in 
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our own generation ? The passion, or, as the Psalmist phrases 
it, the thirst for God—the strong desire of the soul mountjpg 
towards Him with all the agonized earnestness of a disap¬ 
pointed and tortured sense—speaks, not merely ox chiedy in 

I 

churches and pulpits, but in magazines, in newspapers, ki 
social gatherings, in political assemblies, with a fervour and 
decision which would have startled the age of George III. 
The pulse of this desire is felt outside the Christian camp; 
it quickens the very enthusiasms of error and paradcxx; often 
enough, it mistakes friends for foes and foes for friends; but 
it is generally sincere, vehement, intolerant of delay and 
trifling. " My soul is athirst for God, yea even for the 
living God,” is the desire of desires; it really underlies and 
explains aU others that are not purely brutal in tliis Europe, 
this England of the nineteenth century. Let us see how 
it fares—this thirst for God—at the hands of some great 
speculative systems which more particularly challenge 
attention in the present day. 


I. 

High in the world of thought, if we determine its place 
by the intellectual forces which it can at present muster, 
while we refuse to adopt any truer and worthier rule of 
measurement, lies the camp of the Materialists. Material¬ 
ism is sometimes digested into a system; sometimes it is 
little more than an intellectual tendency. Occasionally it 
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displays the constructive enthusiasm together with the stiff, 
and, perhaps, pedantic livery of Positivism; more frequently, 
it is shy of committing itself to positive theories, while it is 
consistently earnest in resenting all attempts to base know- 
jjjedge upoifanything besides the verdict of sense. It bids us 
believe what we can see and smell, and taste and touch; it 
invites us to make such generalizations as we can out of tlie 
report which our senses bring to us. Thus, it assures us, 
will the mighty universe in which we live reveal itself to 
us; and we shall learn to perceive in it two, and only two, 
elements in the last analysis,—a kingdom of matter, that 
is apparently eternal, unceasin^dy, infinitely modified by 
eternal force. How this force and that matter came to be, 
it knows not: it affirms, 2Ps it denies nothing. A philosophy 
that is positive docs not concern itself with the origin 
of the universe, “ if it ever had one,” or with what hap¬ 
pens to living beings after their death. ^ Of this eternal 
interfusion of force with matter, man himself is only a ripe 
and very complex product. There is nothing in him for 
wffiich his chemistry cannot give an account; his intelli¬ 
gence is exactly proportioned to the mass of his brain: his 
thought is “ but the expression of molecular changes in the 
physical matter of his life:”® his thought is impossible 
without phosphorus; his consciousness is only a property 
of matter: ® his virtue is the result of a current of electri- 

» Paroles de Philosophie Positive, p. 31, qu. by Bp. Dupanloop. 

® Forta. Rev., 1869. 

» Biicbaer, Kraft und Stoft, § 122. Ohne Phosphor kein Gedanke, 
, , . . auch das Bewusstsein ist nichts als eineEijjfenschaffc des Stoffes. 
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city; his virtue and his vice are strictly due to his natural 

organization, they are “ products in the same sense as are 

• 

sugar and vitriol.” All that he can do, cither with himself 
or witli the world around him, is to search out and to re- • 
gister the several qualities of matter, and to nhmher an^. 

V 

measure the ever-shifting forms of the force which governs 
it. There may be sometliing beyond matter and force • 
—^^vho knows ? But science, wliich deals only with posi¬ 
tive realities, cannot concern herself with, as she docs not 

iS 

need, " such an hypothesis ” as God. Can God be verified 
by the senses ? Is He not a phantom that belongs properly 
to the childhood of humanity ? Is He not an anachronism 
in a scientific ago What is lie, then, whom men com¬ 
monly name God'? God, says Fouerbach, whose Panthe¬ 
ism is really Materialism, is only “ the nature of man 
regarded as absolute truth“ that which is given to man’s 
God, is in truth given to man himself;” “what a maq 
declares concerning God, he in truth declares concerning 
himself;” “the Divine activity is not distinct from the 
human“ in God man has only his own activity as an 
object“ the mystery of the inexhaustible fulness of the 
Divine predicates is nothing §lse than -the mystery of 

c 

human nature considered as an infinitely varied, infinitely 
modifiable, but consequently phenomenal being.”® In 
other words, God does not exist apart from the mind and 
^ imagination of man; He is only its creation, and has no 

* See Oonaervation, Revolution, Positivism©, p. 70, qu. by Dupanloup, 
r A theism©, p. 70, 

® Feuerbach, Geist des Christeuthums, § 2. 
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Fightful place in tlio region of &erious and scientific 

thought. 

Tills is not, I trust, a misrepresentation of tlio language 
of coutcmijorary Materialism: and ■\^'hatover else may be 
said of itf this at least is ceiiain, tliat it does nothin" 

^ ' O 

whatever towards satisfying tliat great dc'^ire or “thirst” 
fpr^-comnmnion with a Higher Being, ''vhich, in his bes^t 
and highest moods, man is so profoundly conscious. It 
denies, if not that ojiy such being really exi'^ts, at least that 
we can\now Hiiii to be really existing, llicy who have 
nO',«n4i‘c'Oiction to oiler to a need naturally condemn the 
Remand for ond: they wdio have no answer to give, would 
rather not be questioned. ' And j-et the religious side of man’s 
nature is a fact of whic]i*a philosophy of experience should 
surely tidre aecount. Upon what is man’s religious instinct 
to spend itself in the M^^teiialistic universe ? Upon that 
phniitom-god who, as we are told, is only a pale reflection 
of human vanity ? But the soul asks for reality, and can¬ 
not occupy itself with a confessed shadow. Upon that 
eternal flux of self-existent matter? upon that c^^'aseless 
activity of self-existing force ? But is there anything in 
piere force or matter, or in both combined, I will not say 
^io satisfy a passion which is purest and strongest in saintly 
men, but even to have any contact with or relation towards 
it whatever ? How can that which is purely physical touch 
the sense which appi'eciates a moral world ? It is a merit 
of Auguste Comte to have mcognized the necessity of some 
answer; and he tells us that it is our privilege and our 
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business to love, reverence, and worship “ a Being, immense 
and eternal—Humanity.” ^ Not, mark you, a sinless and 
Divine representative of the race, such as we Christians 
adore in the Incarnate Jesus, seated as He is at the right 
hand of the Father. Not even an idealized abstraction, 
wliich, in the pm'e realms of thought, might conceivably be 
separated from the weaknesses and degradations of the 
sum-total of human flesh and blood. But this very collec¬ 
tive human family itself, in all ages and of all conditions^ 
viewed as one orgajiism; this human family, not merely 
illuminated by its struggles, its sufferings, its victories, but 
also weighted with its crimes, its brutalities, its deep and 
hideous degradations. It might be thought that “ wc men 
know man too weU to care to worship him,” Yet, seriously, 
this is the god who is to supersede the Most Holy Trinity, 
when Positivism has won its way.to empire in European 
thought. Will he, think you, satisfy the mighty thirst of 
the human soul ? What does this thirst mean but man’s 
endeavour to escape from himself, to rise to an ideal, or 
ratlier to a reality above himself, to lose himself in a Being 
who is greater, wiser, better than himself ? Yet here he 
is bidden, in the name, if without the sanction of the' 
most recent science, to seek the” object of his trust and 
worship within himself, since nothing higher than him¬ 
self is really cognizable by his understanding. It is 
clear that teachers who do not believe in a living 
God must leave one side, and that the highest, of human 


* Cat. PoB. Tnt. 
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nature altogether uncared for; since in truth they have 
nothing to say to it. And history does not smile upon 
m*aterialistic attempts to bribe the religious yearnings of 
the soul of man. Atheism could indeed, on one fatal day, 
^lirone n^ed vice as the goddess Eeason upon the high 
altar of a Christian basilica, while an apostate archbishop 
lent his presence to the hideous ceremony; but it was one 
thing to obey tlie interested or sentimental fanaticism 01 
the Jacobin Clubs, and quite another permanently to 
bontrol the heart and convictions even of the Voltairianized 
multitudes of Paris. ^ . The realities of religion might have 
been hated; but this godless i)arody of worship could only 
provoke a languid contempt. 


II. 

Against Materialism, in all its forms, the common sense 
of man, not to speak of liis religious instinct, will ever 
protest. The idea or presentiment of God, everywhere 

K oted in the mind of m^, is a fact suiBciently important 
be treated as sometliing better than a superstition by 
£hose who put forward any serious doctrine about human 

* Pressensd, L'Eglise et la R^irolutioa Francaiae, p. 2S0. ** II ae reata de 
oa jour'*qne le souvenir d’une stupide parodic qui vengcait h. elle aeule la 
religion sainte qii© Ton avait vcwxlu fouler aux pieds. Cost en vain que pour 
ranimer la ferveur on rempla 9 a ^ Paris ct dans les dSpartementa les actrioea 
par los prostitutes. L'ennui et le dtgofit frapplirent le nouveau culte dte 
ses dtbuts. 


£ 
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nature. A mental fact is as worthy of attention as any 
fact which can be appraised in a chemical laboratory or on 
the roof of an observatoty. Cicero’s statement^ that thefe 
is no nation so barbarous and wild as not to have believ<»d 
in some divinity, is still, notwithstanding certain apparent, 
exceptions, true. A nation of pure Atheists is yet to be 
discovered.® Unworthy and degraded as are many of the 
beliefs on the subject of a Higher Power that are to tje 
found in the heathen world, some groping after the Great 
Unseen, some tentative intuition, some shadowy belief there 
is to be found always and everywhere. Man thinks of a 
Higher Power as naturally as he thinks of the w’orld 

' Cic. de Legibus, i. 8. Itaque ex tot generibus nullum cst animrJ piopter 
hominem quod habeafc uotitiam aliquam dci: ipsisque in liominibus nulla 
gens est neque tarn immansueta neque tarn fera, quee non, eti^ si ignorat 
c][ualem habero deuni decefit, tamen habendum sciat. Tuscul. Disput., i. 13. 
Ut porro firmi&simum hoc afferri videtur, cur decs ease credamus, quod nulla 
gens tarn fera, nemo omnium tarn sit immanis, cujus mentem nan imbuerit 
deorum opinio:—mulii de diis prava sontiunt (id enim vitioso more effici 
Bolet); omnes tamen esse vim et natuivm divinam arbitrantur; nec vero id 
collocutio hominum aut consensus efieoit; non institutis opinio est confirmata, 
non legibus. Omni autem in re consentio omnium gentium lex naturie 
putanda e^t. 

• Cf. Diderot, Philosophie des Canadiens. (Euvres, I. p. 433. Max 
Mhller, “ Chips from a German Workshop.” “ There is perhaps no race of 
men so low and degraded as the Papuos. It has frequently been asserted 
that they have no religion at all, and yet these same Papuas, if they want 
to know whether what they are going to u&dertake is nght or wnrung, squat 
l>efore their karwar, clasp the hands over the forehead, and bow repeatedly, 
at the same time stating their intentions. If they a re seised with any 
nervous feeling during this time, it is consid^d as a bad and the pro> 
jeet is abandoned for a time; if otherwise, the idol is supposed to approve. 
Here we but to translate what they in their helpless language call 
* nervous feeling ’ by our word ‘ conscience,’ and we shall not only under* 
stand what they really mean, but confess, perhaps, tiiat it would be well for 
us if, in our own hearts, the karwar occupied the same prominent place 
wbidi it occupies in the cottage of every Papua.” 
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around him, or of himself. Nay, he thinks of Truth; and. 
truth is no mere abstraction; it is a Heal Being; it is God.^ 
He thinks of the Infinite, says Fenelon, as he thinks of the 
•circle, of the line, of the distinction between whole and part.^ 
She‘spontaneous activity of his consciousness brings with ^ 
it, contains in itself, the thought of One who is greater, if 
not also stronger, wiser, better than all else; and that man 
should in all ages and everywhere thus think of Him, is of 
itself a jjrcsumption that He really exists.^ This instinc¬ 
tive perception and afiirraation of God is not indeed merely 
an act of the intellect; it is also, as wiU be insisted on pre¬ 
sently, perhaps it is chiefly, an act of the moral sense, an 

act of the conscience. It is that upward attraction of the 

* Plat. Reimb, vii. 517- * 

® De I’c^cisteuce do Dieu, partio, p. 60. L'id«5e de riaSni est en moi 
cotomo cello dos iioiiibres, des ligiies, des cercles, d’un tout et d’une partie. 
Changer nos iddes cc serait andaiitir la raison mCmc. 

* H'hc ontological “ argumentfor the existence of God is stated in vary¬ 
ing degrees of completenesa by S. Augustine, Boethius, S, Anselm, and 
]3esoartes. To cite the two last; S. Ans. Proslog. 2, convincitur etiam 
ineipiena (Ps. xiv. 1) esse vel in intellectu aliquid quo nihil majus cogitari 
jiotest. Et certh id quo majus cogitari nequit nou potest esse in intellectu 
solo. Si enim vel in solo intellectu est, potest cogitari esse et in rc quod 
inajuB est Si ergo id quo majus cogitari non potest est in intellectu ; id 
ipsum, quo Jtnajtis cogitari non potost est quo majus cogitari potest; seil 
certh hoc esse non potest. Existit ergo procul dubio aliquid quo majus 
cogitari non valet, et in intellects et in re. Descartes'observes (Medit. 
de Prim. Philos. 3, 4, sub fin.) notioncs nostras esse aut adventitias, 
aut factitias, aut innatas. Ideam de Deo non esse adventitiam, Deuin 
enim non experientift duce roperiri; no(]ue factitiam, nam non arbitrio 
a nobis efIictMn esse; ergo esse innatam, sive a Deo ipso nobis suppe* 
ditatam,” This is undoubtedly the weakest of the arguments for God's 
existence; but its real value should not be mistaken on account of the 
facility with which it lends itself to the Hegelian doctrine that God is 
only God in so far as He has knowledge of Himself ; but Hia self-knowledge 
is Bslbfit bewusstseyn in Menschen und das Wissen des Menschen von 
Gott’ ** (Encycl. p. 576, qu. by Grimm). 
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soul upon which Plato dilates it is the universal hypo¬ 
thesis which Aristotle registers it is the world-wide 
prejudice of Epicurus ; it is the “ anticipation ” naturally 
imbedded in the human mind, of Cicero.® It precedes de-* 

o 

monstration; it is out of the reach of criticism; it resisfe 
hostile argument. It is, speaking philosophically, a fact 
in psychological science, and a fact so fruitful and stimu¬ 
lating, that to it must be traced all in human life and 
effort that looks really upward,—man’s love of ttuth, his 
clinging to a coming life, his aspirations to rise above the 
level of an animal .existence. It is, speaking religiously, in 
its way, a revelation; it is a revelation of God within, as S. 
Paul says, answering to the revelation of God from without; 
it sets man’s thought in motion as he gazes upon the 
natural world, and bids him not to rest until he has wrung 
from it a disclosure of the highest truth which it has to' 
teach him. 

And thus, with this preparatory idea or intuition of a 
Divinity, the human mind approaches what are called the 


' Cf. the whole passage in Plato, de I^egibus, ix. x. 899, c. d. e., qu. by 
Staudenmaier, Dogm. il. 22. 

* Aiist. de Coelo, 1-3. irdyret yip dvOptairot vepl 0eiSv 

xal vdvres rbv dpurdru rtp 6elip rbvov dTro5tSdo<rt. Referred to by St&uden- 
maier, ubi stip. 

* Cic. de Nat. Deomm, i. 16. Solus enim vidit [Kpicurua] primum esse 
deoa, quod in omnium animus eornm notionem impressisset ijjsa nature. 
Quee'^est enim gens, ant quod genus hominom, quod non habeat sine 
doctrind anticipationeni qnandam deorum ? quam' appellat wpiXrpfftjr Epi- 
caru.s, id eat, auteceptam anirao rei quandam informationeiu, sine qud neo 
intelligi quidqnam, ncc queeri, nee disputari potest, Cujos rationis Tim 
atque utiHtatem.ex illo coclesti Epicuri de reguld et jndicio volumine aoce- 
pimus. 
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proofs of God’s existence. Looking out upon the universe 
around it^ the mind seeks for its productive cause. * What-' 
ever efforts may have been made by recent writers to reduce 
causation to mere antecedence, tlie law of causation is at 
<ince a primary law of human tliought and of the world 
without us. ^ What cause, what force, preceded and brought?- 
into existence this universe ? All the causes with which 
we come in contact here, are, as we term them, second 
causes but they point to a cause beyond themselves, to a 
cause of causes, to a supreme all-producing Cause, Itself 
uncaused, unoriginated. The heavenly bodies move on un¬ 
ceasingly in their orbits, obedient to the laws of gravita¬ 
tion, but no law of gi'avitation could have assigned them 
their place^ in space.® The whole universe bids us look 
beyond itself for the adequate explanation of its existence. 
" So far is it from being true,” says Lord Bacon, “ that the 


* The cosmological proof of God'a existence is stated \vith gre.'xt beauty 
and variety of illustration by Fenelon, Traits de I’existence et des Attributs 
de Dieu, c. 1, 2. To the original fonn of the argument which, looking upon 
the world as an effect, seeks for its cause, Leibnitz adds a second, based 
upon the contingent nature of the world and its several parts, which obliges 
us to seek in the vpuTov kivoOv, or First Cause, the Unchanging and intrin¬ 
sically Necessary Being. Tliis Necessary Being is not, as Strauss says, 
the “ ewiges Grundwesen der Welt,” or the permanent material of the 
universe, as distinct from its evef-changing forms ; because the necessity of 
seeking a first cause obliges Us to go beyond the universe, which, as a whole, 
is an effect On the other hand, the cosmological argument dues not of 
itself lead us to a moral God, such as would satisfy the instincts of piety— 

■ the “ thirst ” of tho soul. 

Cf. M'Cush, “ Method of the Divine Government,” Appendices III. and 
IV. 

® Newton, Philos. Nat. Princip. L. III. schol. gen. Perseverabunt quulem 
in orbibus suis per leges gravitatia, sed r^larem orbium situm primitus 
acqdrere per has leges minimh potuerunt. 
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explanation of phenomena by natural causes leads us away 
from God and His -Providence, that those philosophers who 
have passed their lives in discovering such causes can 
find nothing that affords a final explanation without having < 
recourse to God and His Providence.” ^ The father of tliA 
inductive philosophy does but speak the common sense of 
religion; but will it be maintained, except by writers who 
are prepared to deny the existence of causation, that he 
does not also utter the common sense of scientific thought ? 

Does the universe tell us anything as to the nature of 
its First Cause ? Surely we may at least presume that the 
Author of the natural world must be higher and greater 
than anything in the natural world.® Water will not rise 
above its source; and it is incoriceivabie that^^if there be 
an Author of nature at all, His SeK-existent Life must not 
be liigher and nobler than any life which He has bestowed. 
Wlio does not see the force of the Psalmist’s argument, 
" He that made the car, shall He not hear ? and He that 
gave the eye, shall He not see ?”® Above the life of the 

^ De Augm. Scient., iii. 4. Adeo ut tantum absit ut causaa physicoe 
hoinineni h, Deo et ProvideiitiS abducant, ut contra potibs philobophi illi qiii 
in iisdem eruendis oocupati fueruut, nullum.exiturn rei roperlant, nisi pos- 
tremb ad Deum et providentiam confugiajit. 

^ That the one true God may be kno-vtn from Ilia works in Nature is 
taught, as against Gentile idolatry, in Isaiah xliv,; xlv. 18, eqq.; Acts xiv. 
I.*)'!? ; xvii. 22, eqq.; Bom. L 19-20. That the natural world witnessea to 
the beauty of His Being and Attributes is implied in Psalms yiii. 2'.4; Xix. 
1, sqq.j civ., passim, &c. Holy Scripture, of course, does not demonstrate 
the existence of Him Whose true Nature it unVeila ; but it points the 
natural world as involving for all reasoning beings the privilege and tlie 
responsibility of some knowledge of its Autliors existence, ami of Uis 
character. ' 

* Ps. xciv. 9. . 
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tree, there is that of the animal; above that of the animal, 
tl^ere is the life of man. Man, with all his ingenuity and will, 
cannot produce a leaf or a shell-fish: and is it to be supposed 
that the author of man’s life is less endowed with thoughtand 
Volition than man ? We may paraphrase the Psalmist: “He 
Tliat made the human intellect, shall He not think ? ” And 
how came the intellect to exist, if He did not make it 
There are chasms in the natural world which no theories 
substiiuting a fated self-development for the free action of 
God will really bridge over. There is the chasm between 
the inorganic and the organic; the chasm between the 
lifeless and that which lives; the chasm between animal 
instinct and the reflective consciousness. At each of these 
levels of Qfcation we seem to feel more sensibly than else- ' 
where the fresh intervention of a creating Intelligence; 
and our conviction of His activity is strengthened when 
we observe the interdependence and harmony of the uni¬ 
verse as a whole, in which each part is necessaiy, in 
which nothing is really out of place, and between the 
several elements of which new relations are continually 
coming to light, as if to justify His foresight and to enhance 
our estimate of His ii;Pexhaustible resources.^ “Those 

^ Bossuet, QSuv. i. 79. Si nous 6tiona tous sculs intelligonta dans le monde, 
nous seuls nous vaudrions mieux avec notre intelligence imparfaite, que touta 
la resle, qui serait tout-a-fait brute «t stupide, et on ne pourrait compre* 
hendre d'ou viendrait dans oe tout qui n’entend pas cette partie qui entend, 
rintelUgonce ne pouvant nl^itre d'une chose brute et insens^e. 

* The teleological argument for the existence of God, which sees a purpose 
iu the forces and laws of the natural world, and in the events of human 
liistory, has been chiefly discredited in modern times by the popular suppo¬ 
sition diat modem attacks upon the doctrine of final causes have been really 
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persons/* says Montesquieu, “who maintain that a blind 
fate has produced all the effects we see in‘the world, mapj- 
tain that which is a great absurdity; for what absurdity 
can be greater than a blind fate producing intelligent 
beings?”^ How do you know, a Bedouin was asked, that*^ 
there is a God ? “ In the same way,” he replied, “ that I 
know, on looking at the sand, when a man or a beast has 
crossed the desert—by His footprints in the world around 


III. 

Thus does the common sense or teason of man, lead him 

up to recognizing One Supreme Intelligence as at least the 

original cause of aU that he is and sees around him. But 

then the question arises, what is the relation that actually 

subsists bet'ween this Highest Intelligence and the uni- 

veme ? To this question there are two leading answers. 

successful. For a parLial aud popular consideration of some recent objec* 
tions to FinaJ Causes, urged by Mr. Herbert Spencer, Mr. Lewes, and others, 
cf. M'Cosh, Chiifitianity and Positivism, pp. 78 88. Even if a doctrine of 
evolution should in time be accepted as scientifically, and so as theologically 
certain, such a doctrine would not be inconsfstent either with that belief in 
the original act of creation which is essential to Theism, or with “ the recog¬ 
nition of plan and purpose in the number mid variety of animated beings.'’ 
“ Evolution,” from a 'Theistic point of view, is merely our way of descrtlung 
what we can observe of God's continuous action upon the physical world ; 
and bedifuaB the phrase seems tacitly or poetically to invest the universe 
with a power of self-unfolding, it does not follow that the question of an 
Intelligent Creator and Ruler is thereby decided in the negative by those 
who employ it. 

* Esprit des Lohi., Cf, Ps. xiv. 1. 
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The Deist so far agrees with the Christian, as to admit 
that God is related to the world as its Creator; and that He 
must have made it out of nothing by the fiat of His Will. 
But mth this admission—momentous as it is—the old 
•Deism practically closes its account of God’s free personal 
action upon His work. Since the creation, God’s action is 
represented as being practically supei’seded by a system of 
unchangeable routine; and this routine is conceived to he 
*so strictly invariable, as to hind the liberty of tlie pre¬ 
sumed Agent. The Dcistic tlieory of the universe might 
remind us of the relations which, at least until some 
very recent events, were understood to exist between the 
Government of Eg3rpt and the Sublime Porte. There was 
occasionally a formal recognition of the sovereign pow’er 
on the part of the nominal dependency, but Egj^t w’as 
governed by a practically independent Viceroy; the Suze¬ 
rain’s name was mentioned rarely, or only in a formal 
way; his active influence would have been at once 
resented, the real power being lodged elsewhere. Ac¬ 
cording to the old Deism, God created the world; but He 
cannot be supposed ever to interfere with the ordinaiy laws 
of its governnient. He Wnnot w’ork miracles; He is, in no 
tangible sense, a Providence. He is well out of the way 
of active human interests: it is not to be supposed that He 
can hear the prayer of a worm writhing on one of His 
planets; that the happiness or misfortunes of a larger sort 
of animalcuhe can give Him any real concern. So He ii^ 
throned by the Deistic writer in magnificent inactivity 
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at a very remote corner of the universe, while a new 
power has practically taken His place. . 

In the last century, at the first great outburst of Deistic 
thought, !N‘ature practically superseded God. Men talked and 
wrote persistently about the laws of Nature, the moods of«^ 
Nature, the religion of Nnturc: Nature was so vividly and 
constantly personified in conversation and in literature, 
that the European world might be supposed to have lighted 
upon a new goddess, charged, in a very special sens®, with 
the interests of humanity. We live in a more positive 
and realistic age; and where our fathers talked of Nature, 
modern Deism names "laws.” What is lost in pictur- 
esqiieness is gained in truth. There is no such person as 
Nature; but there are observable*modes of the Divine 
activity, which may never vary within the experience of a 
race. Order is, as Christians know, a characteristic of all 
God’s works; but He, the Almighty, is so little enslaved 
by the rules which He freely* observes, that moment by 
moment He wdlls the very order that seems to bind His 
liberty. Deism, however, really means by “ laws ”—forces 
which have become somehow independent of God; fatal 
forces, which defy His power to innovate upon their resist¬ 
less play. But what can this impotent Deistic god, from 
whose control his universe has so escaped as to constitute 
itself a self-governing machine,—say or do to meet the 
aspirations, or to relieve the despondencies of the human 
soul t If we cannot love and trust volcanic forces, or vital 
forces, the la^^s of growth or the laws of decomposition; 
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Deistic experiments of Robespierre. 
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can we love and trust a being wlio lias left this universe to 
itself; who surveys it, if he does survey it, in the cynicism 

ft 

of an unbroken silence from a very distant throne; to 
whom its vast oceans of hope and fear, and struggle and 
disappotntiiient, and triumph and failure—aU the mysteries 
of its moral life,—are of no more concern than they are to 
the rocks and seas around us ? ITo, the god of Deism does not 
quench the religious tliirst of the souL The soul of man 
seeks the Living God, not a deity who is as remote from 
human interests as was the Jupiter of expiring Paganism. 

The French Eevolution was fertile in religious or irreli¬ 
gious experiments; and as it endeavoured to satisfy the 
human soul with Atheism, so it made yet more strenuous 
effort to satisfy it with Deism.^ Eobespierre had publicly 

ft 

* So Alison. Compare PressensiS, I’Eglwe et la Revolution, p. 294. La 
f6te eut lieu le 20 prairial. Rien n’avait 6t6 dpargn4 pour la rendre grandvMse 
et cependaut elle n’dvita pas les pudrilitds ridicules. Robespierre, president 
de la Convention, en bcl habit bleu, avee un boiuiuet de fruits et d’dpis dans Ics 
mains, prit place avec tous ses collbgues sur ramphith^&tre dlevd au milieu 
des Tuileries. Aprfcs nn pompeux discours, il en descendit pour incendier 
la statue de I’Atlieisrae, promptement remplacde par celle cle la Sagesse qui 
'parut malheureusement tr^ onfumde. Dea Tuileries la Convention se rendit 
au Champ de Mars, entourde et connne enlacde d’un ruban tricolore, que 
portaieut des eufants ornds de violottes, des adolescents ceiiits de myrtes, 
des hommes d'llge mhr couronnds de feuilles de chfines et des vieillards pares 
de painpre et d’olivier. Un /har bucolique chargd d’instruments aratoirea 
suivait la Convention, trahid par les indvitables booufs h comes dordes et 
snivi par les non moins indvitables jeunes filles en blanc, Au Champ de 
Mars la Convention se pla 9 a sur une montagne artihcielle, monument flatteur 
pour les ddputds de la majoritd. Le prdsident pdrora, lea jeunes fiUea chan- 
thront, lea vieillards donnbrent leur bfenfediction, les canons timnbrant et tout 
so termlna par le cii de vire la MpuUique. Ces pompea d'op^ra eomique, 
ces symboles ridicules et ces rites glac6s apprenaient h la France qu’il eat 
plus facile de dderfeter un changement do religion que de I'opdrer. Jamais 
le ddisme ne fondera un culte et tout ce qu'il ossayera dans ce genK tombeia 
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declared that Chaumette deserved death for the abomina¬ 
tions wliich accompanied the Feast of Ecason in Notre 
Dame, on November 7, 1793 ; and he took a leading part 
in the Feast of the Supreme Being, which was celebrated 
in the gardens of the Tuileries and in the Champ de Mars, 
on June 9, 1794 The Convention decreed tliat he should 
discharge the duties of Supreme Pontiff on the occasion. 
The Deism of Eobespierre was sufficiently vivid to admit 
of his believing that God does rule the affairs of ;nen; 
he maintained with particular earnestness that God hates 
kings and priests. The undeniable eloquence of the presi- 

I 

dent of the Convention, the art and industry of the painter 
David, the music, the costumes, the political enthusiasm at 
fever height, did all that could bo done for the success of 
the festival. But you cannot lash a multitude into devo¬ 
tion to a remote and hypothetical abstraction by any 
elaborate display of ceremonial; and the real deity of the 
occasion was Eobespierre. As he marched along,, over¬ 
shadowed with his plumes, and adorned with his tricolor 
scarf, wliile the air resounded with cries of " Vive Eobe¬ 
spierre,” his countenance, says the historian, was radiant 
with joy. “ See how they applaud him,” said his colleagues. 
“ He would become a god: he is no longer the,High Priest 
of the Supreme Being.” History does not ascribe to this 
attempt any special efficacy in reviving among the French, 

80 U 8 la liafie publique. La f£te fat trouv6e bleu longue, surtout pour coux 
qu’irritait le rdle preponderant de KobeapieiTe. On raconte qu’un rejire' 
pentant moins patient que eea collogues lul dit en termeii d’une trivialitd 
energiqua; “ Tu coroTuencesi k nous ennuyer avec ton Etre Suprftmei’’ 
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people a sense of their duties towards their forgotten 
Maker. The most tangible result of the day was' the 
decree proposed by Couthon, for increasing the powers of 
the Eevolutionary Tribunal. 

To the question, What is the relation between the 
universe and tlie Supreme Intelligence ? another and a very 
different answer lias been given. If Deism practically 
banishes God from the world, Pantlieism, at least, secs 
whatsit calls God everywhere, and in eveiytiling.^ The 
Pantheistic god is the common principle which not only is 
held to constitute the unity of, but which is, the univei-se. 
According to Benedict Spinoza,® God is the one eternal sub¬ 
stance, which makes its appearance in the twofold realm 
of thou^t and of matter. Out of it all individual forms 
of existence are constantly emerging, and like waves upon 
the ocean, they are as constantly sinking back into, and 
being* absorbed by it, as the common stream of universcal 
life.' God alone is, says Fichte, and apart from Him is 
nothing,®—a great truth in one sense, and a great falsehood 
in another. Hegel teaches that the Absolute is the universal 
reason; which, after having bui'ied and lost itself in 
nature, recovers itself in man, in the shaj^e of self-conscious 
thought. Man’s thought of God, therefom, is the true God, 
the only existing God. God exists only in human thought; 

^ WegBcheidcr, Inst. p. 240. Pantheistnus—ea sentontia quft naturam 
divinam luundo BUpi>onant et Deum ac inundum uuum idemque esse 
9 tatuunt. 

® Cf. Tractat. de Deo. o. 2. Suppl. ad. opp. Amst. 1862. Por his Theory 
of Substance, cf. Ethic, p. 1, Def. 5. 

® Fichte, Von Sel. Leben, § 143. 
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liiunan thought is the reason of nature arriving at self- 
consciousness. Man thinks of God, and, in man’s thinking, 
God exists; He has no independent or personal existence.^ 

The great attraction and strength of Pantheism lies in 
the satisfaction which it professes to offer to one voiy deep 
and legitimate aspiration; it endeavours to assure man of 
his real union with the source of his own and of the 
universal life. It is this profound idea, this most fascinat¬ 
ing allurement, that can alone explain the empire, w^liich, 
in various ages and under various forms. Pantheism has 
wielded in human history. It inspires Eleatic and Indian 
philosophies; it is the animating principle of such wor¬ 
ship of the generative and life-sustaining powers in nature, 
as was, for instance, that of the Phoenician Baalim. Since 

I* 

Lessing, Spinoza has almost reigned in certain districts of 
cultivated Europe, and Germany is by no means the only 
home of the thought of Schelling and of Hegel, fn its 
later forms Pantheism is, speaking historically, a reaction 
fTOm and a protest against the older Eationalistic Deism. 
It often represents a noble plea that God shall not be 
banished by modern thought from all real contact with 
humanity: nay, it would fain essay.to do in its way what 

c 

the Divine Incarnation has actually done; it would make 
men partakers of the Divine Nature. And this, its religious 
aim, is beyond question a main secret of its power, 

' 'fundamental ezrer consists in his identification of the “abstract 

thought ” of maji with the “ Absolute Thought.’* Fichte (Zeitschrift fttr 
Phllosophie, Bd. 17, § 292) says that this is “ nicht niir hbchst willhurlich 
und grundlos, sondesm sine eontraftictio in adjecto.” Qu. by Hettinger; c£ 
Hegel, Phil der Bel. §$ 207, 263, 263 ; Eilcycl. § 56. c. ^ 
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Yet does the Pantheistic deity afford any real satisfac¬ 
tion to the needs of the soul of man ? Can he be the object 
of any serious religious effort whatever ? What is there in 
him to which the life of religion can possibly attach itself? 
^JTe is nol? a person: for l*antheism necessarily denies the 
existence of personality. He is not a cause: for Pan¬ 
theism cannot tolerate any doctrine of causation. He is 
not even, as the Absolute Substance, in anywise distinct 
from phenomena; for, while it is loyal to its central position, 
Pantlicism cannot afford to admit the correctness of such 
H distinction. What is he tlien ? He is only a fine name for 
the universe. He has no existence apart from it: he is the 
universal life, of which you and I are transient manifesta¬ 
tions or forms. You may indeed encoimter him draped 
and veiled in a phraseology so reverent and tender, that it 
might seem to have been borrowed from the inmost shi'ines 
of.Cliristian mysticism; but when you force yourself to 
look at the hard reality beneath, you find that it is practi¬ 
cally identical with that presented by Materialism.^ If 
^God be in reality only the spirit or life of the universe, 
how can He provoke the yearnings of the soul, or how 
satisfy its aspirations ? Hpw can He be the object, whether 
of religious homage, or olf religious trust ? How can we 
yield love, obedience, worship to a mere torrent of existence 
that flows onwards inexorably beneath our feet; we, the 
ripples, who do but rise upon its surface to sink away 

' Straxtss, 01.1, § 517. Soiixe Extstenz ala wesen ist unaer denken von 
ihm } aber seine reale Existenz ist die Natur, zu welcbcr das einzehxe Denk" 
ende als Moment gehort. 
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after our little moment of undulation? Or how can a 
sensible and modest man love, trust, worship, his own self- 
consciousness, under the idea that in each reflecting mind 
God has become conscious of Himself? Nay, if religion 
has anything to do with reverence for goodness ^and with 
abhorrence of moral evil, if it is not a sentiment that has 
been rendered by modern speculation wholly independent 
of moral truth, how can we worship cither an inner self 
into which, as we must each of us know, evil penetrates so 
constantly and so pervadingly; or an universal '^life of 
which in its highest, that is its human, manifestation, evil 

is, as a matter of fact, more frequently an accompaniment 
than good ? How, I say, can such an absolute principle be 
the object of religion, if its activity be manifested not less 
truly in murder and lust than in heroism and unselfish¬ 
ness ; if the darkest forms of evil stand to it in a relation 
just as necessary as do the highest forms of good; if by 

it, in a word, all moral distinctions whatever are really 
aunihUated ? 

Between Pantheism and an earnest hatred of moral evil 
there is accordingly a necessary opposition, and this reason 
alone establishes a permanent divorce between it and -any 
true effort at communion with the All-Pure, such as all 
that is best in us enjoins. But further, that which in a 
Christian, as in any earnest Theist, makes Pantheism im¬ 
possible, is the first article of his creed ; " I believe in God 
the Father Almighty, Maker of heaven and earth.” As the 
act of creation was not witnessed, so it cannot be demon- 
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strated. " By faith we understand that the worlds were made 
by the word of God.”^ Creation interposes an immeasUr- 
able cliasm between the Creator and the creature; be¬ 
tween that Pure and Awful Life Which is indebted to none 
^else cithef for existence or for support, and this life of de¬ 
pendence, weakness, corruption. And belief in creation.is 
a necessary outwork of any true theism whatever: deny 

Hel\ xi. 3. Tliat God created the uni verso is the first triitli which Scrip¬ 
ture tcaclios us about Him, Gen. i. 1, Gf. Joh xxxviii. 4-7 ; I’s. xxxiii. 6-y, 
thus revealing Ilia majestic lieauty; Ps. xix. 1-7 ; xevii. 1-6 ; cxix. 64. Tlie 
Jews knew that this cro.-ition involved not meivly the bringing order and 
life, i/j.6p(j)ov i'lXrjs, Wit-d. xi. 17, but also originally the c..alling this form¬ 
less r.iu uoi ial itself into being, oi!'k ^vtcjv, 2 Mac. vii. 28. In the New 
Testament, creation is generally referred to as funiLshing arguments for 
moral truths or duties ; as hy our Lord, Matt. xix. 4-6, for its witness to the 
indissolubility of the marriage tic ; and by S. Paul, as yielding proof of God's 
real relation to the world, Acts xvii. 2-1; or of His intorcst in the whole 
human fiunily, and of our 'clnty of seeking Him, ib. 26 ; for the 
refutation of a false diialislic asceticism, 1 Tim. iv. 3 ; cf. Eph. iv. 6. 
'Fliat He has created all things and fov ITimsielf is 'His title to ju'aise and 
adoration, llcv.iv.il. Although the New Testament does not in express 
terms speak of creation out of nothing, it implies this truth. S. Paul’s 
arguments in Acte xvii. 24, and 1 Tim. iv. 3, w’ould lose their force, if it 
were true that God was not the maker of matter aa well as the artist who 
gave it form, while the doxology of Rev. iv. 11 could not be truthfully 
addressed to a Being who had not created mattei’, or who had formed any¬ 
thing out of pre-exbtent material which he did not create. Tlae 
of S. Justin Martyr (Apol. i. 10), and even the {jXr} Clement 

(Phot. Bibl. cod, 1C9) is not necessarily eternal; the creation of matter ont 
of nothing, and of the world ont of matter, were distinct events, separated 
by intervals that dUtaiice all hunAn thought. Tertullinn pointed out that 
llennogeaies, in teaclnng the eternity of matter, was really a Ditheist (Adv. 
Herm. c. 4.) The general teacliiug of the ancient church is expressed by 
S. Augustine (He fid. et symb. c. 2) : Credimiis omnia Heum focisse de 
nihilo, quia, etiamsi de aliqu& materi4 foetus est mundus, eadem qjsa .materia 
de nihilo facta est, ut ordinatissimo Dei munere prime capacitas forpiarum 
fieret, ac deinde formarentur quaicunque formata sunt. Hoc antom diximus, 
ne quis existimet contrarias sibi esse Scripturarum sententias ; quoniam et 
omnia Heum fecisse de nihilo scripttun est, et nmndum esse factum de in- 
form! mateiiii. 


V 
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creation and you deny God. If God in His unfettered 
freedom did not summon into existence all that is, if the 
universe escaped from Him against His will. He is not 
alone the Omnipotent: if anything that we term matter or 
spirit has from the beginning co-existed side by side witji 
Him, He is not alone the Eternal.^ The difficulty is not 
met by phrases about the eternal Idea passing into reality; 
since it will be asked liow such a passage could have been 
effected, or rather, why it should have taken place^ at all ? 
A creative Will having no limits to its power, is at least 
intelligible, but the mind refuses to dwell seriously on such 
a process as a transmutation of thought into matter. In 
its attempt to explain itself. Pantheism practically sinks 
back into Materialism; it has no- expedients eq^ual to the 
task of saving its god from burial beneath the materialistic 
chaos of matter and force. 

Will it be said that to believe in a Creator-God is to 
close the eye to the presence of God in creation? But 
who that believes in the Omnipresent can limit His pre¬ 
sence ? Is not the original act of creation a warrant for the 
Creator’s continued presence with and action upon His 

f 

work?® The Apostle who taught the Athenians that God 
made the world and all things therein, taught them also, and 
in the same great sermon, that " He is not far from every 

^Cf. S. Aug. Conf. xii. 7. Fedsti coeium et terram non de To, nam 
esBot aequale Unigenito Tuo, ot aliud pneter Te non erat, unde faceres, 
idou de nihilo fecisti coeium et tenrom. S. Iren. Hser. ii. 10, 4. Homines 
quidem de nihilo non possuut aliqnid facere, sed de materi& subjacenti: 
Dens autem materiam fabricatbnis bus, cum ante non esset, ipse adiuvenit. 

® S. John V. 17. 
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one of us, for in Him we live and move and have our 
being.” ^ To assert God’s presence in His works is one tiling; 
to identify Him with them is anotlier. His omnipresence 
is a necessaiy attribute of His Deity; while if He could be 
identified with natuie He would cease to be. If the mystery 
of life, which attests God’s presence in the natural world, 
was ever felt in all its awe and its beauty by any human 
soul, it was felt by the great Augustine. Witness the often 
(j^uoted jiassage of the Confessions in which he tells us why 
nature was in his eyes so beautiful, by telling us how 
nature had led him up to God. “ I asked the earth, and 
it said: ‘ 1 am not Heand all that is upon it made the 
same confession. I asked the sea and the depths, and 
the creeping things thaft liave life, and they answered: 
‘ We are not fhy God; look thou above us.’ I asked the 
breezes and the gales; and the whole air, with its inhabi¬ 
tants, said to me: * Anaximenes is in error, I am not God.’ 
I asked the heaven, the sun, the moon, the stars: ‘ We too,’ 
said they, ‘ are not the God Whom thou seekest’ And I 
said to all the creatures that sun*ound the doors of my 
fleshly senses, ‘ Ye have said to me of my God that ye 
are not He; tell me somewhat of Him.’ And with a great 
voice, tliey exclaimed * He made us.’ 

* AotB xTii. 27,28. 

a S. Aug. Conf. X. 6. Interrogavi terrain et dixit: non sum; et quoe- 
cumque in eMcin sunt idem confesaa aunt. Interrogavi mare et ftbysaoa et 
reptiHa animarum vivarinn, et responderunt; Non aiunus Deua tmus, quaere 
auper noa. Interrogavi auraa flabiles, et inquit universua aer cum incolia 
auis: Fallitur Anaxinienea, non aum Peua. Interrogavi ccelum, solem, 
lunam, atellaa : Neque noa aumus Deus quern qusria, inquiunt. Et dixi 
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IV. 

So long as tlie liuman mind only conceives of God 
as a Supreme Intelligence, it will oscillate hesitatingly 
between these two errors; between a sterile Deism whicl^ 
banishes God from the w^orld, and a reactionary Pantheism 
which buries Him in it. It is when we gain a height 
beyond, and observe tbe third gieat form of argument with 
which man clothes and fortifies his presentiment of God, 
that we are saved from this liability. Here a view of God’s 
Nature opens out upon us, which is at once conservative 
of His moral Purity and distinctness from created life, and 
also does justice to the intimacy of His contact with the 
world and with humanity. ' 

I 

The philosopher of Konigsberg, who in his Critique of 
Pure Eeason has made the most of some w'cll-known objec¬ 
tions against those arguments for God’s existence, which are 
drawn from the existence and structure of the universe,^ 
insists with great force upon the sti’ength of the inference 
by which the human conscience ascends to the recognition 
of God. If Kant is a scejitic in the domain of speculative 
thought, his doubts vanish altogether when, entering that 
of the practical reason, as he terms it, he listens to the 
commands of moral truth.* This practical reason is wholly 
independent of any discoveiy or decision external to itself; 

oinnibua iis quue circumatant fores carrtis mero : Dixistis mihi de Deo meo 
quod VOS nou estis, dicite mihi de illo aliquid. Et exdamaverunt voce 
magna : Ipse fecit nps. 

’ Lutliardb, Apdoget. Vortr. L. iii. Scholten, Phil, in Rel, p. 100. 

• Kritik d. reinen Veraunft, Abt. ii. B. 2, kap. 3, §§ 4, 5, 6. 



11 . ] Inference^of the practical reason, 69' 

it apprehends the good as such without waiting for .the 
jufjgment of experience. Its commands are issued without 
limit or reserve; they have an objective certainty; they 
judge all things, while they themselves arc judged of no 
Vian.” They lead us to recognize as necessary truths, first, 
the freedom of man’s will; next, a future lif(i; thirdly, the 
existence of God. The voice of the practical reason, “ Thou 
oughtest,” implies “ Thou canst”; the categorical impera¬ 
tive is #ncaiiingless in the absence of moral freedom. Man 
is free, and his conscience perpetually affirms that he must 
do good at all costs, even although doing good should not 
make him happy. It affirms no less clearly that if he 
is really virtuous he should be happy. Yet, in the experience 
of life, tliQ good man who does good is often unhappy, 
while vice is not unfrequently salaried and crowned with 
rewards that arc denied to virtue. The sight of this con¬ 
tradiction forces the conscience to infer a life to come, and 
a Moral Being Who, in Ilis justice, will re-establish those 
relations between happiness and virtue whicli it persistently 
recognizes as necessary. Thus the practical reason reaches 
God, not by a demonstration of His existence, but as a 
postulate of its own actfdty. Speculation may mislead, 
but duty is a certainty; and duty is no arbitrary creation 
either of our reason, or of our self-interest; it is not an 
abstraction which rests on nothing beyond itself; it is out 
of tlie reach of merely speculative criticism, yet it leads us 
to the Master of the moral world. Those clear, precise, 
categorical orders which are imposed in varying degrees 
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of urgency upon all human wills, point to a really living 
Ruler of men, inWliom man cannot disbelieve without dojng 
violence to himself. Certainly Kant would have had little 


patience with the theory that conscience itself is only a 


collection of prejudices received from childhood, and iucos- 


porated w-ith the moral life; that it is simply the result of 
early training, and has no real basis in the soul. For this 


theory confuses the furniture of the conscience with the con¬ 


science itself; the acquisitions of a faculty with its ejj^’stence. 
It might be contended with equal justice that the human 
mind does not exist because it is developed by exercise, and 
enlarged by information.^ Certainly conscience may be 


enlightened or it may be misinformed by education. But the 
original faculty which perceives tlie existence otsome right 
and of some wrong, whatever may be apprehended as such, 
and which refers actions to such right and wTongj the 
faculty which under all ckcumstances pronounces in favour 
of truth, and justice, and self-sacrifice, and courage, and 
purity, wherever these can be found, because it intuitively 
perceives their necessary excellence;—this faculty demands 
God. Conscience is unsatisfied, according to Kant, unless 
there exists some Being above 'the world, Who can here¬ 
after reconcile the discrepancies which exist between virtue 
and fortune in this present life, in His quality of an arbiter 
of human conduct. Here Atheism, especially in its Pos¬ 
itivist guise, pleads the disinterestedness of real virtue, 

* Kriti<c der Reinen Vemunft, pp. 462-491, ed. Eosenkranz. Sammtt. 
Werke, 2*^ Theil. These criUcisms are diaensBed by Eleutgeu, Theologio 
der Vorzeit. Bd. ii. p. 46, agg* Philosophie der Vorzeit, ii. dias. 9, 1. 
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whicli is good and does good for the sake of goodness, 
seeking no reward, and daunted by no misfortune.^ But 
when Kant maintains that there must be a moral God, he 
does this not in tlio interests of a mercenary virtue, but- 
••in those of an absolute and consummate justice, which pro-: 
claims in eveiy human conscience the necessity of establish¬ 
ing some harmony or correspondence between the condi¬ 
tions of human existence on the one hand, and man’s de- 
meritg or deserts on tlie other. 

Tims it is that cojiscience demands God; and the atheistic 
whisper in the fool’s heart of which the Psalmist speaks, 
belongs in truth to moral rather than to intellectual folly. 
It is^ ultimately traceable to a failure to perceive and feel 
the mighty and abidfhg contrast whicli exists between 
moral good and moral evil, and the necessary bearing of 
this contrast upon the ultimate destinies of the universe. 
In a good man, belief in God results from belief in the 
invincibility of good; the intensity or feebleness of a man’s 
belief in God is a spiritual thermometer, -whereby the tem¬ 
perature of his moral being may be pretty accurately 
measured. When the moral sensibilities are weakened or 
blunted by culjiable indulgence until known sin is tolerable 
or even welcome, then the intellect is always open to 
theories which represent good and evil as alike forms of the 
Universal Life, or as equally fatal results of that " unrea¬ 
soning and irresistible piece of machinery which we name 

* Cf. too Strauss Glaubensl. 1, 393, qu. by Lutliardt, Lect. III., whom 
I here follow. 
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the Universe.” But although tlie human conscience is an 
earnest theistic apologist in exact proportion to its vitality, 
its affirmation of God should not he divorced from the in¬ 
tellectual inferences which the universe suggests to us. 
The evidential strength of Theism, like that of Christianity/ 
lies not in any single proof, hut in the collective force of 
the various evidences which are producible in its favour; and 
of these, the cry of conscience, if the strongest practically, 
is, after aU, only one. Nor does it follow that hecau^ con¬ 
science is a true guide towards tlie throne of a Living and a 
Moral God, it is therefore an infallible judge in reviewing 
all that 4 £e may reveal to us about Himself or the laws of 
His government. We may reasonably accept the witnees 
of the universal conscience of good fficn in favour of Theism, 
without binding ourselves to accept aU that has been 
pleaded by individuals in the name of conscience against 
portions of the Jewish history, for example, or the doctrine 
of the Atonement. If it be urged from another side that 
it is after all “ the conscience of fallen man upon which 
we rely for this great affirmation of God,” the reply is, tliat 
the Fall cannot have destroyed our powders of apprehending 
truth, or it would have destroyed our responsibility, and 
that it is not the weakness which the Fall has wrought in 
human nature, but the strength which still survives it, 
whereby man affirms the existence of a Moral God and 
seeks Him. So far as man is a fallen being, no doubt, at the 
fipproach of the Lord God, he '' hides himself amid the trees 
of the garden,” to the end of time. But those truth-seeking 
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elements of his spiritual nature which, as the Christian 
creed teaches, were in Paradise invigorated by a robe of 
supernatural grace, afterwards forfeited by the sin of our 
first parents, are throughout heathendom still kindled into 
activity by the prevenient grace of the Holy Spirit, breath¬ 
ing as He wills across the deserts; and thus fallen man 
seeks the Lord, if haply he might feel after Him and find 
Him, though He be not far from every one of us,^ instinc¬ 
tively jssured, as all good men must be, of His existence, 
and hoping that Lie may be fully unveiled at last. 

Yet the feebleness of conscience in ffiUcn man is a fact 
of significance. Although conscience seeks in God, not 
merely, as does intellect, a solution of the problem of the 
universe, but a Legislaifcr Who has given and Who will 
enforce the law of right and wrong written in the human 
heart, conscience is nevertheless in the mass of men, if 
left to itself, too enfeebled to keep a Moral God clearly in 
view, even when it has caught sight of Him. It requires 
an aid external to itself, a token from its Object that it is 
not mistalten about Him. It requires a revelation. With¬ 
out a revelation, historical theism is either the fruitless 
speculation of a few isolated thinkers, or the underlying 
idea of a popular superstition which obscures and degrades 
it. In a certain true sense it is itself a revelation; but its 
uttermices require a countersign in the world without, 
which may make it certain that the inner legislator is also 
. the Elder of the Universe. Conscience itself, exactly in the 


* Acts xvii. 27. 
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ratio of tlie clearness with which it discerns the moral na¬ 
ture of God, discerns the implied necessity of a revelation. 

It is sure that He Who is Himself just and merciful, cannot 

leave men altogether to themselves: that the All-Good cannot • 

« 

permanently disappoint the desires and powers which H^ 
has Himself implanted. And thus the antecedent proba¬ 
bility of a revelation is to a good man not less than over¬ 
whelming; and Christianity assures us that his conviction 
is warranted by the fact. 

The substance of the Christian revelation of God con¬ 
sists not merely in the teaching of Jesus Christ, together 
with the old Hebrew literature on which He sets His seal, 
and the apostolical doctrine which He warrants by anti¬ 
cipation, but also in His life. H*is life was an unveiling 
of God to the eye of man’s sense, chat the eye of man’s 
spirit might understand Him. Christ’s life, not less than 
His teaching, confirms the highest instincts of the human 
conscience, and educates them up to a point >/7hich of 
themselves they could never have reached. But how is 
man enabled to identify the Author of this law within 
him, perfectly reflected, as it is, in Jesus Christ, with ^ 
the Author of the law of the* universe without him 1 

e 

The answer is, by miracle. Miracle is an innovation upon 
physical law,—or at least a suspension of some lower 
physical law by the intervention of a higher one,—^in the 
interests of moral law. The historical fact that Jesus 
Christ rose from the dead identifies the Lord of physical 
life and death, with the Legislator of the Sermon on the 
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Mount, Miracle is the certificate of identity between the 
Lord of Nature and the Lord of Conscience,—the proof 
that He is really a Moral Being Wlio subordinates physical 
to moral interests. Miracle is the meeting-point between 
••intellect and the moral sense, because it announces the 
answer to the efforts and yearnings alike of the moral ^ense 
and the intellect; because it announces revelation. It 
may be asked wliethcr miracle, in revealing God, is not 
subv^sive of the idea of God, Whom it reveals. Does it 
not postulate in Him two contradictoi’y wills, the one 
wherel)y lie enacts a permanent law, the other whereby 
He suspends it? And is not this irreconcileable with the 
highest views of His nature, as the Immutable, Who is 
wliat He^ is unchange&bly, because what He is, is abso¬ 
lutely the best? No. For this is to apply to the Divine 
Mind a human standard of measurement. Succession is a 
law of human thoughts; because the mind of man is finite. 
If I resolve to spend each day for the next six months in a 
given way, and then, throe months hence, determine that I 
will spend one particular day very differently, I am without 
doubt guilty of traversing my original and general inten¬ 
tion by a second and particular intention which contradicts 
it. But with God, no such self-contradiction is possible; 
because in the Divine Mind there is no succession, whether 
of ideas or resolves. The Eternal Being sees the end in 
the beginning; He sees the exception together with the 
rule so simultaneously, that it is untrue to say that He 
anticipates it. It is 'a simple, indivisible act of will, where- 
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by He everlastingly wills the rule together with the excep¬ 
tion—the exception with the rule. With Him is “no 
variableness, neither shadow of turning." ^ Tlie idea that 
God, in working a miracle, contradicts His own earlier 
pm’pose in giving to the physical world unchangeable laws,' 
not merely betrays a conception of law as something 
independent of the free activity of God, but introduces into 

our coheeption of the Divine Mind the finite and human 
* 

idea of a succession in thought and will. Whereas, in truth 
He, the Infinite, embraces, by one single act, present, past, 
and future, the general and the particular, the individual 
and the universal; reaching, as the Wise Man says, “from 
one end to another, mightily, and -sMoothly and sweetly 
ordering all things.” ^ 

But docs God compromise His dignity by working a 

miracle, or by exerting a special Providence over His 

works ? It is pleaded, indeed, that He must do so. It is 

- said to be inconceivable that the Maker and Monarch of 

all^lhese suns can interest Himself in the concerns of one 

of the smallest of His planets; in a pa^cular race of 
■ . ■< ^ 
creatures on its surface, in individual lEBfe^bers of that 

race, in you and me. To imagine this, %e are told, is 

only to indulge human self-love, which interprets aU 

things, even the Deity Hi^pelf, by the promptings of 

X* ^ 

its own boundless self^mplacency. 

And yet, what kind of “ dignity ” it it which is thus 

I' ' ?' 

pleaded in "bider to depreciate th^ freedom, eneigy, and 
»S. James i. 17. » Wik viii. 1. 
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ubiquity of God’s Providential Eule ? It is at best the 
dignity of an oriental despot; he is too engrossed in 
the cares of personal government, or in the pursuits of 
personal indulgence, to listen to the voices and to study 
•ihe want^ of the poor, who struggle and suffer around 
the walls of his seraglio. The^’’iiotion that a really great 
intelligence will concern itself only and exclusively with 
broad principles and general interests, to the neglect of 
particjilars and details, is, even when we are speaking of 
human minds, a mistaken notion. This vulgar contempt 
for details belongs to the pretentious imitation rather than 
to the reality of mental power. A really great intelligence 
combines the observation and study of details with the firm 
grasp of comprehensive principles; and in this power of 
combining things, which in’ low’d minds arc found apart, 
lies the strength and secret of its greatness. Nor is this 
less, rather it is much more the case, wath the Eternal Mind. 
God is not less Divine in literally numbering the sparrows 
that fall to the ground, and the hairs of the human h^d, 

than in formulating ,the highest laws which govern either 

* 

planetary sj^ijSns of' spiritual intelligences; while this 
comprehensive ri^nd penetrating interest and action, spending 
itself upon the whole outward and inward life of His 
creatures, is the symptom aud expression of the moral 

•if 

interest which the rea^nable creation commands in the 
heart of the Creator. 

- 'M 

No; God’s greatest''^is not enhanced by systems which 
would banish Him from the world, or eondenin Him to 
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impotence. The mii’acles of Christianity are so far from 
compromising its Theism, that they Ulnstrate and secure it, 
The God of Christianity is no mere First Cause, or Supreme 
Intelligence. He is a Moral God. If He is Power and 
Wisdom, He is also Sanctity, Justice, Providench, Mercy, 
Love. According to the Gospel, Love is His Essence; 
and love is interest in, and self-sacrifice for that which is 
its object. It is such a God as this Who can alone be the 
adequate object of religion. 

Traceable everywhere in human history, traceable 
especially in the history of one separated and chosen 
race, the interest of the Perfect Moral Being in the moral 
and thinking creatures of His hand culminates at Beth¬ 
lehem and on Calvary. The Incarnation of the Eternal 
Son, the manifestation of the Divine life of Love, and 
Justice, and Compassion, and Purity, flasliing through a 
veil of flesh, and leading up to a death of agony and shame, 
which alters the whole existing moral relation between 
earth and heaven; this is the glorious creed which rivets 
a Christian’s conviction of the moral intensity of the life of 
God. " God so loved the world that He gave His only 
begotten Son.” What could He ^o more in order to con¬ 
vince us that He is not merely a Force or an Intelligence, 
but a Heart ? At the feet of Him who could say, " He 
that hath seen Me hath seen the Father,” we understand, 
and r^st upon the certainty, that Qod is moral as well as 
intellectual " light, and that in Him is no darkness at all.” 
When a man’s hold upon this creed is gone, his thought 
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falls back, at best, upon the more rudimentary and less 
adequate ideas of the Godhead; the darker mysteries of 
the world’s history present themselves with more painful 
force; and the mind tends inevitably, in the last resort, 
either to Deism or to Pantheism; to a Deism which just 
permits God to create, and then dismisses Him from His 
creation; or to a Pantheism which iflcntifies Him with all 
the moral evil in the universe, and ends by propagating 
the worship of new Baals and Ashteroths. 

A f^ words in conclusion. 

G'^d being really alive. His existence is a fact with whi<^.h 
no other fact that the human mind can come to recognize 
will possibly compare. Nothing among created things that 
can ehgage and stimulate thought, nothing that can warm 
and expand affection, nothing that can invigorate will and 
purpose, ought, in the judgment of any thinking human 
being, to compete with the Eternal God. Our reasonable 
duty towards God is “ to believe in Him, to fear Him, and 
to love Him, with all the heart, with all the mind, with all 
the soul, and with all the strength.” And yet that unbegun, 
unending, self-existent Life; that boundless Intelligence 
administering a boundless Power; that long array of moral 
Attributes which win our dove while they must also move 
our reverence and fear; what is He, our God, to us ? Do we 
thirst for God ? As the days, and months, and years pass, 
do we ever look out of and beyond ourselves upon that vast 
ocean of Uncreated life Which encircles us. Which pene¬ 
trates our inmost selves ? Do we ever think steadily, so as to 
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dweU with a real intellectiial interest upon Him Who is the 
first and highest of tniths, to Whose* free bounty we our¬ 
selves owe the gift of existence, and to Whom we must 
one day account for our use of it ? Do we ever sincerely 
desire to love Him, and to live for Him ? Or al-e we con; 
stantly hunying along our solitary path from one vanish¬ 
ing shape towards another, while we neglect the Alone 
Unchangeable ? Be sure that, if we will, in God revealed 
in Christ, the soul may slake the thirst of the ages; and 
tlie dreariest, and darkest, and most restless existence may 
find ilbuuiiiation and peace. " This God is our God for 
ever and ever: He will be our guide unto death,” and 
beyond it. To each one of us, now. He is, if we will; if 
we will, He will be, for ever, to ^aebj^the Eternal Truth, 
wherein thought can never find its limit; the Uncreated 
Beauty, "most Ancient, yet ah/ays Fair,” whereof affec¬ 
tion can never tiro; the Perfect Ruhj, existing eternally in 
the Life of the Necessary Moral Being, whereunto each 
created wiU may perpetually confonn itself, yet never ex¬ 
haust its task. Without this Awful and Blessed Being, 
man has no adequate object, even during these days of his 
brief earthly existence; his thought, his affection, his pur¬ 
pose spring up and are exercised only that they may 
][iresently waste and die. With God, the human soul not 
merely interprets the secret of the universe; it compre¬ 
hends^ and is at peace with, itself. For God is the satis¬ 
faction of its thirst;—^He is the object of Religion. 


LECTURE III. 

£untias in %cnt. 

tiIe subject of ueligion—the soul 

Ps. viii, 4. 

TlVtaf is vian, that Thou art viindful of him 1 

T) EilGION, we have seen, is not a sentiment, or an idea, 
or even a code of moral practice. It involves the 
establishment and maintenance of a real bond between God 
on the one hand and man on the other. To the perfectness 
of tliis bond, feeling, thought, and moral earnestness on the 
part of man, contribute elements which are indispensable 
to it; so that religion in itself, although beyond each of 
them, is dependent upon all. Its object, as we have alsp 
seen, is the Personal and Moral God. In a mere first cause, 
in a mighty force, in an all-surveying intelligence, religion 
finds nothing to which it can attach itself; and systems 
which, like Pantheism, deny the personality of God, or, as 
did the old Deism, remove Him from aU interest in and 
moral action upon the world, are thereby destructive of 
religion. And we have so far anticipated the matter 
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before us, as to observe tliat, whatever else may be said for 
or against it, Christianity satisfies those conditions of a real 
religion, in which these theories severally fail; and that 
in Christendom, the purity and spirituality of a Pex’sonal 
God on the one hand, and His intimate contact with us 
men on the other, by moans of a Personal Incarnation, 
are fully and equally recognized. But this brings us face 
to face with a question of scarcely inferior importance, 
at least from our human and practical point of view. 
Ecligion being a real relation between mmi and God, it 
is natural and inevitable to pass from considering one 
of its terms to the consideration of the other. If God 
be the object, what is the subject of religion? Wliat is 
this created being who can thus enter into relations with 
the high majesty of heaven? or, as the Psalmist puts it 
at once more reverently and more truthfully, “ Wliat is 
man, that Thou art mindful of him?” What is it in man 
which makes him capable of this exceptional relation t(j 
God, as implied in his capacity for religion? 

It would be a mistake to treat the inquiry on which we 
are embarking as so entirely speculative that it can secure 
or fortify no practical results. It is easy, but unwise, in 
days like these to ignore the great’questions which open be¬ 
neath our feet as well as above our heads, under the pretence 
of being practical men who have neither time nor inclination 
for theory. No doubt, it is better to be a good man than 
to be a good psychologist; but an accurate notion of the 
real nature of the soul may contribute very materially in 
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such an age as ours to personal entliusiaam for practical good¬ 
ness. How are you I 0 decide whether man is capable of 
religion, or how far his capacity extends, until you know 
what, in his inmost, deepest being, man really is ? In other 
^'ords, tins question of man’s capacity for religion is sub¬ 
stantially the question whether man be not merely a bodily 
organism, but also and especially a spiritual personality. 

Certainly lievelation has familiarized Christians with the 
angelSj^as supramundane beings, in a very high degree cap¬ 
able of religion. But religion, as it comes before us on the 
surface of this jilanet, is a monopoly of man. Among the 
lower creatures we find nothing like it; we can discover 
no place for it. Man is the highest being of which these 
creatures have cognizance. Often, indeed, may we discover 
in their attachment to ourselves, in their fidelity, in their 
tenderness, in the true delicacy of the attention which 
they shew us, much that rebukes us when we reflect on the 
poor service that we ourselves pay to a Higher Master. 
But having no unseen world open to them, and being, as 
they are, incapable of any properly reflective thought, they 
are also incapable of religion, of any consciously personal 
relationship to the Source* of all life. Man, however, can 
look above and beyond this world of sense; ho can enter 
into real communion with the Monarch of both worlds; and 
the secret of his doing this lies in that which, by virtue of 
God’s bountiful gift and appointment, he himself is; it lies 
in the characteristic which separates him utterly from the 
creatures around him. 
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I. 

^VTiat is man ? What, let us ask, is this or that given 
man of our acquaintance, a near relation, one of ourselves 
In the distance, or at first sight, a single human being is 
what tlie world chiefly associates with him; he is so much 
property, so much professional skill, so much political 
influence, so much social power, so much literary reputation, 
so much practical capacity for public affairs. Upon these 
tilings the public eye is wont to rest chiefly, if not exclu¬ 
sively; these things are labelled with this or that great 
name when it is repeated in conversation or in the news¬ 
papers. But they are only the accidents of any human 
life. They are external to it. They cell us nothing about 
it, nothing at least that a true appreciation of human 
greatness woidd most care to know. When do we see the 
man himself? We stand face to face with him; we listen 
to a voice; we note the peculiarities of a manner; we study 
the ever-varying lines of a human countenance; but we 
are stiU outside the real man. His voice, his manner, his 
expression, may tell us something about him; it may be a 
great deal; but they are not himself. We get nearer his 
real self, when we can observe and compare and take to 
pieces vhat he says and does; in his speech and his action, 
he reveals at least some portion of his character. But that 
which speaks and acts is beneath speech and action; it is 
always and necessarily invisible. The knife of no ana^to- 
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mist, however delicately wielded, can detect it in the folds 

of any huirfan brain; no psychologist can draw it out into 

the light by an exhaustive analysis of any human thought. 

Underlying all the outward decorations of man’s life; 

\ 

r underlying the human face, and form, and speech, and 
action, although thrilling through them as if threatening 
ever and anon to become visible; underlying all that is 
most private and subtle even in secret thought, is tliat 
around which all else is gathered, and without wliich all 
else w’ould be stripped of its significance, without which it 
would never have been or would cease to be. 

Wliat is man ? He is, in the root and seat of his being, 
a person. lie is that which each of us means when 
he says, “ I.” Let us' turn to look at this question from 
witliin, rather than from without; for after aU, it is 
witliin ourselves that we can, each for himself, only 
and really grapple -with it. What do we mean, each 
of us, by “ I.” We mean, first of all, something distinct, 
utterly, profoundly distinct, from all that is not "I”; some¬ 
thing which is conscious, as nothing else is conscious, of this 
deep distinctness. I think, and I know that it is only I 
who think; I think ab6ut myself, and I know that it is 
myself only about whom I only am thinking; no other self 
commingles with this consciousness, or I should not be 
myself; I am thus conscious of my own identity, and of 
my radical separateness from all besides. Nay, more, I 
can trace and assert this identity of myself with myself, 

4 

this separateness of myself from aU that is not myself, for 
a long term of past years. When the outward circum- 
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stances of my life were far otlier than they are now; when 
my bodily mien was so different that*none codld reoognjze 
in it the myself of to-day; when the inner companions of 
my secret being were not as they have been since, so that 
I had other thoughts, other feelings, other resolves than' 
now; yet still underlying these differences there was, deep 
down at bottom, the same self, tliinking, feeling, resolving 
then, even as it resolves, and feels, and thinks now. And of 
no one fact am I more certain, or so certain, as of t,his;— 
that this self of the present is the self of thirty or forty 
years ago; that it was then as it is now, that it is now 
as it was then, a thing distinct from all else in the 
universe; and a thing of which, among creatures, I alone 
have actual cognizance. And as I ai^i certain that it is 
separate from all besides, and that, as long as my memory 
will serve me, it has never been otlierwise; so I feel at this 
moment, as I always have felt, that T possess it; that its 
thoughts are imj thoughts; that its will is my will \ tliat this 
thought and will aie not powers which come in upon me 
like a flood and possess me, but that they are strictly forms 
of my own activity. If I think, I choose to think; if I will, 
it is I, and no other being in the"uni verse, who does will; 
my will is the exercise of a freedom, unshared by any 
partner of my life; and, if I choose, indestructible. ^ 

' See,,Psychologic, by Ameclfee Jacques, in the Manuel da Fhilosophie, 
Hachette, 1867. In Is. xxvi. 9, thoi’yo 'JK is clearly distinguished both 

from the and the ; in Proy. xxxiii. 15, and Eccles. vii. 25, it is 

distinguished from tlio of the Speaker. In Scripture irp6<r(i)vov (2 Cor. 

i. 11) refers to external luaiiifestation of the person, and (Heb. i 
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Such, ’or, at least, something of this kind, is the sense of 
personality hs we, each one of us, experience it. As long 
as we cDn remember, it has been at the bottom of all that 
we have felt, thought,^ and done j it has penetrated every 
\novement of our minds and hearts; it has welded the 
many elements of our lives, outwnrd and inward, moral 
and intellectual, spiritual and even bodily, into a con¬ 
sistent whole. When it is felt, our inmost being is felt; 
we cajj. get no deeper than that reflective thought, than 
that conscious will. Here we touch, so far as we can 
■touch, personal spirit; and it is because man is a personal 
spirit, or, as Scripture terms it, a being made in the image 
of God, that he is master of the world around him. ^ The 
mere aninjal is not tlius'conscious of, and capable of reflect¬ 
ing on, his own existence. He lives and feels; he carries 
instinct forward, it may be, to the very confines of reason. 
But he does not comprehend his life; he does not reflect 
that it is he who lives; he is not conscious of remember¬ 
ing a line of personal existence, unshared by any other 
being, and threading a series of years and a long train of 
divergent circumstances. He does not anticipate a future. 

t 

3, xi. 1) to the Bubstan.ee that liiulerlies the appearance. There is no word 
in Scripture to express “person” in the sense of a self-conscious, self-deter¬ 
mining being. Del. Bibl. Psychologie, vi. 1. Worter’s art. Secle in Wetzer 
and Wette ; Diet. Encycl. 

^ On the Likeness of God in man see Delitzscb, Biblische Psychologie, ii., 
§ 2. The Divine Image consists in man’s self-consciousness and mor^ free¬ 
dom, rd poepbv xal abre^odertov. Man's dominion over the'earthly world is 
“ an effluence of the Divine likeness, and not the Divine likeness itself.” By 
means of^the Resurrection even man’s body attains rijp elic6va. rod ivovpwlov 
(1 Cor. XT. 49), in that it is transfigured into the image of the God-man* 
See the whole of this interesting section. 
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Neither is he free or deliberate in his exeicise of-^ill: his 
will is only impulsive desire or passion, unregulated by 
intelligence; it is not his instrument; it is his master. 
Being thus the slave of nature around him and of his own 
nature, of his own instincts, and of the force of circum^" 
stance, he never can project himself beyond nature, and 
so rise above it, and take the measure of it and of his own 
relation towards it. He is thus passive when face to face 
with his nature, he is thus entirely under its control, 
because he altogether belongs to it; because in him there is 
nothing which comes from a higher world, and is inde¬ 
pendent of the world of sense. ^ Accordingly the single 
animal is only a specimen of his Jiind, the individual exists 
only in the species: but man, besides belonging on his 
animal side to an animal species, yet knows himself to be, 
in his individual capacity, a solitary essence, personal and 
indivisible. man, the animal species, the lower 

natu’c which he shares with his kind, is subordinate to the 
individual, because in man that which constitutes the 
individual, his inmost being, belongs to a separate and a 
higher order of existence.® 

^ Warier, art. Seele, ubi sup. * 

® It were to be wished, observea Delitzscfi, that personality and individu¬ 
ality were less frequently confused in common language than they are. 
Personality is common to alj men ae such: by it men are raised above plants 
and beastci'- Between the “ thought,” feeling, instinct of the brute, and the 
iimoT life of man, who is conscious of himself, and can in thought project 
himself beyond himself, there ia an impassable gulf. Individuality only 
marks off the single specimen of the kind, whether it be man or beast; it 
implies nothing as to his subjective life. Although this obvious distinction 
is not formally expressed in Scripture, it is observable that in t^ie^narrntive 
of the creation po is <^nly of plants and beasts, not^ of man; as if 
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‘ Tills consciousness of personal life is not to be referred 
to ^nytliing’ in maiJs physical constitution. Thought 
after all ^ not merely phosphorus; and psychology is not 
• correctly described as a branch of physiology. The great 
Scottish thinkers of half a century ago laid much stress 
upon the doctrine' of what they called “ internal facts.” 
By an internal fact they did not mean a fact removed from 
the cognizancQ of the five senses; because there are many 
purelyiphysiological facts which might be defined in this 
way,—iis, for example, valvular action in the circulation of 
the blood. They meant an act of which the personal 
consciousness alone takes cognizance. If you lift a heavy 
weight, so far as the visible muscular exertion of the arm 
goes, that is an external fact; but the cause of this 
external fact is an internal fact, a determination of your 
will—that is, of yourself; and of this cause you alone are 
conscious. How your will acts upon your muscles, you 
' cannot say; but this at least you do know, that it is your 
will which, by a voluntary self-determination, caused the 
movement of the muscles of your arm: and this internal 
fact is just as certain to you as the external one. Or 
suppose that you feel Annoyance at some action of a 
neighbour, and reflect almost immediately that this feeling 
is undeserved, and fall back upon this and that considera¬ 
tion in order to set it aside, and succeed in doing so. 
Here you have three distinct internal facts; the original 


to Imply that man » more than an individual specimen of a kind,—that he 
is a person.—Bibl. Psych, iv. 1. 
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feieling, the bringing reason to bear upon that feeling, and 

A 9- 

the altered state of feeling which succeeds. All of these. 
are strictly internal, strictly peculiar to the consciousness; 
yet as appreciable by observation, and as immediately' 
ai)preciable, as any fact of physiology. There is ifo 
necessity, exclaims the eminent thinker who ■^nggests 
this illustration, for losing ourselves "in metaphysical 
hyjDotheses, in order to demonstrate the spirituality of 
the soul, and Kant was right in throwing these old- 
fashioned arguments to the winds. The spirituality of the 
soul is a fact; it is a positive fact; it is a fact just as 
notorious as the sunlight. Men are still inquiring, and 
will probably inquire while time shall last, what matter is. 
But we do practically know what spirit is, for we have 
each one of us a sample of it in ourselves, that is to say, 
in the thinl^ing, feeling, determining subject which we 
name' self.’” ' 

It would be an impertinence to say that the spirituality 
of the human soul " is taught in Scripture,’* because Holy 
Scripture everywhere presupposes it, and is unintelligible 
without it. But a question may be raised as to the form 
in which it is taught there. Scripture sometimes appears 
to exhibit human nature as composed of two elements, 
sometimes as of three. Moses represents man as origina¬ 
ting from “ the combination of an immediate breathing of 
God with an earthly body,*’® and Solomon marks off 

^ Saisset, L’iime et la Vie, pp. 16, 17, 18, 22. 

* C^ii. ii, 7: cf. Del. KW. Psych, ii. § 4, 
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the dust which at death must “ return to the earth -as it 
was ” from spirit ” that shall return unto God who 
gave it.”^ After a like manner our Xord distinguishes 
, the true life or soul of man® from his animal life, and 
the “spirit,” which in His disciples was “willing,” from 
the “ flg,sh ” that was weak;® and in dying lie resigns His 
Human Soul to the Father, with the words, “ Into Thy 
hands I commend My Spiiit.” ^ On the same ground S. 
Paul bjds Christians glorify God both in their body and 
in their spirits, since both body and spirit belong to 
Him; ® and S. James compares faith without works to 
that separation between the body and the spirit which 
implies the death of the body.® In these passages, man 
is regarded as composed of a body and of a single super- 
sensuous nature, which is sometimes called life or soul,'^ 
and sometimes spirit; but elsewhere, this immaterial nature 
itself is subdivided into self-conscious, self-determining 
spirit, and animal life-power or soul. Thus S. Paul prays 
that the spirit, and soul, and body of the Thessalonian 
Clmstians, each part subsisting in its perfect integrity, 
may be preserved blameless until our Lord’s second 

’ Eccles. xii. 7. “ S, Matt. yi. 25, ^ ‘"‘XcTtJv t^s rpotp^s. 

® S. Matt. xxvi. 41. * R. Luke xxiii. 46. 

® 1 Cor. vi. 20, see text. ® S. Jamea ii 26. 

' T “ According to the iMiw ioquendi of all the books of the Bible, {ygjj 

frequently denotes the entire inward nature of man.*' This is true even 
of S. Paul. If writings means nothing more tlianvis quft 

corinis viget et movetur,'’ he is at issue with S. Luke, with the Epistle to 
the Hebrews, and with Eph. vL 6, Col. iii. 23, Phil. i. 27; in all of which 
passages the seat of moral resolve is placed in the ^ux^. Cf. Delitz.och, Bibl. 
Psych, UL § 9. 
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coining and tlie word of God is described in the Epistle to 
the Hebrews as having, from its moitl power, an analytical 
efficacy which separates as clearly between the spiritual and 
psycliical elements of man’s immaterial nature, as between 
the life of sensation and the life of motion in hfs corpored 
nature.® Still it cannot be concluded from these two pas¬ 
sages that man consists of three essentially distinct elements. 
If this language of S. Paul obliges us to see in soul and 
spirit something more than two distinct relations of man’s 
inward nature, it does not imply more than two distinct 
departments of that nature, the higher region of self-con¬ 
scious spirit and self-determining will, which belongs to 

man as man; and tlio lower region of appetite, perception, 

< 

imagination, memory, which in the main is common to 
the undying soul of man and the perishable inmost being 
(jf the brute. Man’s soul is not a third nature, poised 
between his spirit and his body; nor yet is it a sublimate 
of his bodily organization, any more than his body is a 
precipitate of his soul. It is the outer clothing of the 
spirit, one with it in essence, yet distinct in functions; 
the centre of man’s life, psychical and animal, is his 
spirit.® 

But whatever Holy Scripture"" may explicitly say about 

' 1 Thesa. v. 28, fiKhKkt)pov vtiGiv rb Tcvevfjua, xal ^ cufia. 

^ H«b. iv. 12, &Xfii fJktpiff/ioO irveiJ/itaror, Apnwv r< 

«ra2 fiveXQv. 

■ * In otir own day Anton GUnther revived the psychological dualism of 
Occam, by making the distinction between the soul and spirit in man an 
essential distinction ; in other words, by representing each man as possessed 
61 two souls, Olid the seat of reason, the other of sensation and growth. 
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the spiritual personality of man as a fonnal doctrine, it 
implies muck more ^by its constant appeal to man’s 
higher nature. From first to last it treats man as a being 
jsrho, although clothed in an animal form, is essentially and 
ii| himself spirit. It surrounds him with precepts which 
a self-determining spirit only can obey; with examples, of 
which only a reflecting spirit can enter into the force and 
drift; with prayers, aspirations, modes of thought and feel- 
ing, that have no meaning for a being who is not experi¬ 
mentally conscious of his spiritual sul)sistcnce. Especially 
is this observable in those Divine pages which form the 
inmost sanctuary of Holy Scripture; in the Life and Words 
of our Lord Jesus Christ. As human forms pass before 
Him, in the Gospel, although He is constantly relieving 
human want and pain, it is plain that the outward man 
means for irita, relatively, almost nothing, and that His 
eye rests persistently, exclusively, upon the man within. 
As we accompany Him in that brief but exhaustive study 
of humanity, we feel before the centurion or Pilate little or 
nothing of the maj esty of the Eoman name. Although Christ 
appeared when the Empire of the Caesars was in its splendour. 
He speaks of the " kinga*of the Gentiles,” in a phrase of 
studied vagueness; as if t8 suggest the utter insignificance 
ot the highest political interests which only touch man’s 
outward life, when tney are contrasted with those higher in- 

That this theory has no biblical warrant appears to have been satisfactorily 
shewn by Delitz'^ch : its experimental difficulties are obvious. Tlie lUgQ 
which thinks, reasons, wills, is, we nil of us know, identical with the Ego 
which experiences the sensations of sight, smell, hearing, touch. 
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terests of the human spirit wliich He had come to promote. 
Even the greatness and authority of the successors of Aaron 
disappears, or recedes into the background, in tlie atmo¬ 
sphere of this exactiug estimate, which knows no respect of, 
persons; while on the other hand, at His bidclSng, a fey 
obscure and iUiterato.Gfdilean peasants become res;^ectively 
a S. Peter, a S. Jolm, a S. Mary Magdalen—^names which 
of themselves recall neither political weight nor intellectual 
prestige, but types of spiritual c^uacter, beautiful and 
majestic, upon which already eighteen centuries of pro¬ 
gressive civilization have been forward to lavish aU but 
the best of their reverence and their love. 

It is indeed as personal spirits, tabernacling in bodily 
forms, that we men are capable of«religion. Eesolve man’s 
higher nature into physiological sensation with Materialism, 
and religion becomes an absurdity. As spirits, we are, 
linked and bound to the Father of Spirits; as spirits, we 
believe, we hope, we love; as spirits, we enter into the com¬ 
plex mystery and activities of prayer j as spirits, we take 
in each other that deep and penetrating interest which 
pierces beneath the outline of the human animal, and holds 
true converse with the supersensuous being within. All 
that weakens or lowers our consciousness of being spirits, 
weakens in that, proportion our capacity for religion: all 
that enhances that consciousness, as surely enlarges it. 
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•Man, then, if we track him to the centre of his being, 
is a spirit whatever be the dignity and organic indis- 

» A 

pen^ableness of his outward form. "W^at do we know about 
the ori^n of man’s spirit, of his deepest self ? We know 
when and under what conditions a liuman body comes 
into existence. * What we know about the origin of a 
human ?oul ? 

If we take account of the ancient and of the Eastern 
world, one of the most popular answers to this question 
will bo found in the theory that the soul exists before the 
body. * Sometimes this is stated without an attempt at closer 
defiffition; ihoTe frequently it takes the form of a doctrine 
of Metempsyc^LiiDsis. According to this doctrine the spiritual 
part of each man’s being is as a forced emigrant, who has 
previously occupied other frames, and who may have others 
to inhabit hereafter; although man’s inextinguishable hope 
suggests that an escape from this fatal cycle may be achieved 
by pre-eminent virtue, which will at length secure an in- 
co. >real immortality for tj^e weary wanderer.^ 

^ Tlie Western and less systematized form of the doctrine 
is due to Plato. Plato, who did so much in the way of 
training the ancient world to realize the greatness and 
uniqueness of the soul, accounted for the soul’s present 

* For a recent European theory of a curiously Gnostic complexion, see 
“ Le Leudemain de la Mort, ou la vie future eelon la Science,” par Louig 
Figuier. Paris, 1871. 
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and, as he deemed it, humiliating relation to the body, by 
saying that the soul had existed previously in another 
state of being, and was condemned to tenant a human *' 
frame as a kind of punishment. Plato was probably less 
anxious to give a complete account of the or%in of the 
soul, than to explain the source of certain ideas which he 
encountered in the human mind. They occujjied much 
of his attention, and he desired to invest them >vith 
an authority that might place them beyond the reach of 
popular discussion. To Plato it seemed that these ideas 
were relics of a higher knowledge enjoyed by the soul in 
some earlier stage of its being; he could account for 
them no otherwise, because they so transcended the poor 
realities of man’s present experience. Thoughts which 
appeared to result from scientific speculation w’ere in truth 
only a form of memory—memory of some bygone existence, 
passed in an ideal world from which the soul had fallen down 
into the sphere of sense and under conditions of time. ^ 
Plato’s speculation about the soul was of deeper and 
more permanent interest to humanity at large, than the 
particular theory which led liim to adopt it. It naturally 
found its way, in company withrhis other guesses, to Alex¬ 
andria. It was adopted by 35^eo-Platonist thiAkers, and 
even in the Jewish schools; it was taught by PhHo, as 
well as by Plotinus; it was filtered through Essenism into 
tlie religious philosophy of the Talmud and the Cabbala;® 

^ i) oiK AXXq ti ^ Avd/wriffis rvyxiii'et oStra. Cf. Hat. Fhfed., 

E. 73-77, 246. 

* Delitzsch ouotes Joel, ItellgloxiB philosopliie der Sohar, pp. 107-1(^9* 
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it entered into more than one type of Gnosticism; it appears 
among the other eccentricities of the eccentric Origen; 
it 'forms a link between the philpsophical bishop 
of Gyrene, Synesins, and the outer world of Pagan 
* thought. ^ But it was stoutly opposed by the immense 
ihajbrity of Christian teachers,^ and was finally condemned 
by thd*collective Church, as an untenable error.® For it 
never had any basis in Holy Scripture; not even in those 
writings which are historically connected with Alexandrian 
thought, or which have been considered, on strictly internal 
grounds, to have an Alexandrian colouring.® To suppose 
that it underlies the doctrine of an original or birth-sin, as 
taught in the New Testament, is to forget that the great 
teacher of that doctrine expressly states that the conse- 
q^iy^nces of the first sin devolve upon those who have 
not sinned o,^^er the similitude of Adam’s transgression.* 

^ Even by Clement of Alex.anrlria, 6 Oe6s iirotTiaep oi irpdoPTai' 
yd.p xal eldipai iffias dvov ^fiev el vp6 Qu. by Klee, Dogmatik. p. 

433, from Strom, viii.; Mail, tom. vii. p. 88. S. Peter of Alexandria 
characteriaes it aa a shred of heathenism; ri ycip fidOrjfjia roDro Ttjs 
iiTTi ^i\.o<ro4>lo.s Kivrft Kal dXKorpias oi/vrjt tQp iv cilaepus ^eXdt'rwi' 

Cf)v. De Anim. frag,, ib. 

* In the Second Council of Constantinople; Hefole, Conciliengesch. ii. 772. 

. , ® not in Wisd. viii. 19, 20, which refers to an altogether exeep- 

. tional attribute or Personality. The Cabbaliet reference to Ecoles. xii. 7, 
and Origen’s to Horn. ix. 11-18, aLubo i. 47, Jerem. i. S, are set aside on ex¬ 
amining tlie passages. Xor are ^uch arguments as HeK vii. 9 to tho point. 
.Tho pre-existence of oiir Lord’s Divine Person, as taught in S. John and 
S. Paul, would be relevant, if those Apo.stIe8 had taught the pre-existence 
of any one else, and if, ir His esse, this pi’C-existence did not clearly attach 
to a representation of His I’exsonal Dignity as superhuman. His Human 
Soul was, like His Body, oraated in time, ami in the act of creation hypostati- 
cally united to His Pre-oxistent Godhead. 

* Rom. V. 14^ ^jrl Tobt d/ia/3ri}tfavTas 4irl ry itpoiil^paTt t^s vapcn^itretii 
A8d/i[. 
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The conception of a pre-existing soul is, moreover, broadly 
at issue with the Scriptural account of man’s creation. 
Holy Scripture knows of no creation of souls prior' to 
the creation of bodies; the creation of the first man 

j 

comprises the simultaneous creation of his bod^^ and his 
soul. Scripture carries us up to no moral act of any 
soul living and working before the creation of Adam’s 
body; it traces no moral circumstance of man’s present 
condition higher than to the sin of Adani in Paradise. 
It represents marriage as honourable, and the ofispring 
of marriage as a blessing from the Lord, But these 
representations are inconsistent with the theory which 
would treat the human body, the product of marriage, 
as only a strange house of detention, wherein the un¬ 
willing soul is bound during a lifetime, far from its true 
end and home. In short, the theory of the soul’s pre¬ 
existence is broadly at issue with the biblical and Christian 
doctrine of man, which makes man the synthesis of body 
and spirit: since, according to that theory, man existed in 
his completeness, as spirit, before he was sent to inhabit a 
human frame. And in this way such a theory cuts up by 
the roots that profound argument for the future resurrec¬ 
tion of the body, which is suggested by the fact that the 
body is, under the terms of man's natural constitution, the 
soul|s, one adequate organ and instrument; it reduces the 
body to the rank of a temporarily indwelt shell, which 
might be escaped from with advantage. Nor is thever- 
• diet of our experience at issue with that of Chri^ian 




III.] Theory of the sours descent f 7 'om parents, 99 


doctrine in this particular. If we have all of us existed in 
somp previotis state *bf being, how is it that no living 
memory records any one distinct event in this presumed 
.phase of past existence? If all traces of this supposed 
*i^re-existent life should have been blotted out fron; one 
memory, or from the majority of memories, how are we 
to explain their entire disappearance from all? Such 
universal oblivion of a great past is in fact inexplicable, 
except^upon the extreme and violent hypothesis of a 
miraculous annihilation of memory in all spirits that 
have been heretofore united to human forms. The failure 
of any one memory to recall the supposed life of human 
souls in another spliere of being, is as imfavourable to the 
supposition at the bar of Reason, as its other demerits must 
be liekl to be condemnatory of it in the judgment of faith. ’■ 

But if man's soul cannot be supposed to exist, as an 
independent being, before the formation of liis body, is 
it a part, the highest part, of that transmitted inheritance 
of life, which we receive, each one of us, from our earthly 
parents? Among the ancients this position was main¬ 
tained most earnestly by Tertullian.® He had already 
broken away from the Church, and he wanted a strong 
psychological tenet capable of bearing him well out in the 

' For some considerationH to the contrary, see Delitasch, BibL Psych, i. 
1, who, however, insists that the theory in question h.as no Scripturtal 
foundation. 

’ Cf. TertuU. cle Animft, c. 19. He tpeaka of the human soul “ velnt 
sarculuB quidain ex matrice Adam in propagiuem deducta; ” and argues that 
in the process of natural conception, “ cum omni suft paraturd puUulahit, 
tsvtn intelleotu qnam sensu?’ Cf. passim, 19-21, 25-27, 37, 




100 Materialist elemefit in Traducianism, [Lect. 


vigorous resistance which, in his Montanist isolation, he 
offered to the Marcionite notion of a |)re-existi!iig soul. ^ Of 
course, if the soul was generated simultaneously with the 
body, there was no room left for saying that it had ever, 
existed independently; and TertuHian accordingly pressed, 
the theory of Traducianism, as it is termed, with this, object, 
just as in a later age S. Augustine was attracted towards 
it, for another reason equally independent of its intrinsic 
merits. ^ If the soul was transmitted from sire to sop, then 
it was easy to answer the Pelagian question, how original 
sin could be passed on together with it from Adam to his 
descendants. But, notwithstanding this powerful motive 
for accepting it, Augustine saw in the Traducianist doctrine 
an element of Materialism.® Th6 ordinary comparison of 
lighting one lamp from the flame of another, was too gross 
an image accurately to adumbi'ate the act o? giving being 
to an immaterial consciousness. The idea of the soul 
which Traducianism suggests, is really derived from animal 
analogies, and is inapplicable to the conception of a purely 
spiritual and indivisible essence. The difficulty was not 
removed by saying that the body was not, as in the theory 


^ Benusobre (Tllst. Crit. de Mameb6ef Airnt,, 1734) goes so far as to, 
attribute a stidctly Traducianist doctrine respecting the origin of the soul 
to S. Augustine. How keenly Augustine folt the dangers of Materialism 
latent in this theory appears from such passages as Do Gen. ad Ditt. lib. x. 
cap. 1 . £l-25. His general language is studiously undecided: cf. De Aniinft 
et ejus orig. i. 2; iv. 2. De Lib. Arbitr. iii. c. 21, n. 59. His hesitt^tion is 
the more TOinarkable, as Felagius made great use of Creatianism in op|>osing 
the Catholic doctrine of original-sin. See his Letter to Jerctme; £p. IdS, 
o. 5, 9. ^ V. , ' 

• Bp. 190, ad Opt. 0 . iv. n. 13, 14, 16, qu. by Worter. ' . 
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of Tertuilian, the xeal generating agent, but only one inter- 
me^diate link in the process by which a soul is engendered 
by parent souls. When Lactantius asked whether, on the 
Traducianist hypothesis, the soul of an infant was to be 
.uppose(rto be derived from the’father, or from the mother, 
or-frqpa both parents at once, he asked a question which 
was, in fact, fatal to the theory.' It was inconceivable 
that a spirit, personal and indivisible, or that two spirits, 
should engender another spirit; because to conceive this 
was to attribute a purely animal process of propagation 
to denizens of the supersensuous world.® It has been 
observed that children generally resemble their parents in 
those qualities which we describe collectively as tempera* 


# 

De opificio Dei, fl. 19. Illucl quoque venire in quiestionem potest: 
^trumnc anim^ ex patro, an potitis ex inatre, an verb ex utroque generetur. 
See! ego id meo jUrc ab ancipitl vindico. Nihil enim ex his tribus verum 
est, quia neque ex utroque neque ex alterutro seruntur animse corporibus. 
Corpus enim ex corporibus nasci potest, quoniam confertur aliquid ex 
utroque; de animis anima non potest, quia cx re teiiui et incompreiumibili 
nihil potest dccedere. 

^ Delitzsch’s attack upon the position that “ the assumed ability of spirit 
to propagate itself is contrary to the dualism of nature and spirit,” does 
not appear to be convincing. The Divine Nature being the Parent of 
the material as well as of the Spiritual Universe, those Eternal Truths 
internal to It, which are shadowed out by the Names of Pather, and Son, 
may well be the archetypes of material rather than of spiritual facts in the 
universe. The Eternad Spirit Himself is “ not begotten but proceeding.” 
The of Prov. viii. 24, is to be referred to the Son, "Who is identical 

with the Wisdom of the Proverbs. Ihe application of tlm metaphor of 
^neration and birth to Qnd’s natural (Job xxxviii. 28; Ps. xo. 2 ; Deut. 
xxxh. 18) .and supernatural (1 Pet. i. 3; James I 18; 1 S. John iii. 9) 
creations does not warrant any inference as to a possible parental rdlation* 
ship between one created spirit and anoth^. The angelic reference in Gen. 
vi 1-4 is, to say the least, far too doubtful to be made the basis of an argu* 
ment. But c£. BibL Psych, ii. § 7, sub fin. 
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ment, as belonging to the region of animal life-power; but 
that no such resemblance can bo calculated ©n, or, where 
it docs occur, regarded as other than purely accidental, in 
respect of strictly personal qualities, such as genius, or, 
will. ^ Traducianism can undoubtedly point to gfeat name% . 
who favour it in ancient and modern times; ® and it rests 
on too large an area of possibilities to be rejected with 
anything like peremptoriness. But the general sense of 
the Church is now, as it has been in past times, against 
it; it does not seem to harmonize, at least naturally and 
easily, with the fixed outlines of a consistently spiritualist 
philosophy, or, notwithstanding the easy explanation 
which it affords of a doctrine of transmitted sin, to make 
itself really at home with siiclr an estimate of man’s 
spiritual nature as is implied by the great doctrines of 
the Christian creed. 

The other and the more generally received doctrine, is 
known as Creatianism. Each soul is an immediate work of 
the Creator: He is perpetually creating souls out of nothing, 
and infusing them into bodies.® He creates each soul at 
the moment when the body which is destined for it enters 

* As by Wortcr, ubi supiu. 

^ S. Jerome, iadeeJ, himself an earne|t CreatLauist, attributes Tradu* 
cianism to the majority of Western teachers in his day : maxima pars occi* 
dentalium, £p. 78, ad Marcell; hut in antiquity Tertallian stands out almost 
alone in his unfaltering decision. A ugustiae hesitates. Of modem Traduci- 
auiaf-v Delitzsch among Lutheran, and Elee among Roman Catholic writers, 
are perhaps the greatest. 

’ Quotidib Deus operatur animaa et in corpora mittit imacentium. S. 
Jerome ; adv. Rpf. Apol. xvi, 1, 3. Traducianism he thinks absurd s Satis 
rideudi qui putaut siiimas cum corporibua 8eri> ct non aBeo ae,d a corpomm 
parantibus gencirari. Qu. by Klee, Dogm. 
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really and properly on its inheritance of life."^ Creatianism 
reci)gnize 3 ttiat sensS of the immateriality of the human 
spirit which expressed itself falsely in the doctrine of a 
• pre-existence, and which is so seriously compromised by 
i^Traducianism. Personal spirit, it is asserted by the 
(Ireatianist, cannot be transmitted from one created life to 
another, like animal vitality. Yet Creatianism recognizes 
the truth for^wliich the Traducianists contended against 
the a(Jvocates of the soul’s pre-existence, when it maintains 
that the soul and body are strictly contemporaneous in 
their origin, and that they have profound and ineffaceable 
relations to each other. 

When it pleaded against this account of the origin of 
the soul that it is at issue with the Scriptural representa- 
tfon of a Sabbath rest, wliich brought God’s creative activity 
'to a close,® if is sufficient to reply that such an interpreta- 
tion of the Mosaic narrative would oblige us to close our eyes 
to the proved fact of a later origin of new species of animals, 
besides being inconsistent with any adequate idea of God’s 
providential relation to the world.® Wlien it is said that 
Creatianism, if true, would enslave God, by bidding Him 
give existence to an immortal spirit at the will of the 
adulterer, and in defianci of His own law, this objection*^ 
does indeed reveal one peculiar malignity of sins against 

* This is apparently the drift of Peter Lombard's often-quoted maxim; 
Creando infundit animas I)eua et infundendo oreat. 

® As by Klee, 3>ogmatik, p. 431. * S, John v. 17, 

* S, Augustine admits to S. Jerome that, befoi« hearing his answer to 
this difficulty, he had himself solved it by dwellbg on God’s power and will 
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chastity; but it is merely an extreme illustration of the 
general truth, that man can only sin Muth God's assistance; ^ 
that all sin consists in the employment of God’s bounty 
against Himself. When, lastly, it is urged that the trans-' 

c. 

mission of original sin is on this hypothesis unintel^" 
ligible, it may be sufficient to say that since original sin is 
rather of the nature of a defect than of a positive taint, 
there is no difficulty in understanding ho\|j created souls 
did not receive a gift which had been withdrawn frpm the 
race to which they were united at their entrance into life. 
Upon the whole, the Creatianist theory seems to fall in with 
the scattered hints and with the general language of 
Scripture more readily than the Traducianist. It is more^ 
in harmony with the account of the creation of man, and ■ 
with the general representations of God’s relation of Mak^^ 
to the spirit of man, which we hnd in the Old Testament .1 
Especially does it seem to be borne out by the distinction 
which is drawn in the Epistle to the Hebrews between the 
"fathers of our flesh” and the “Father of spirits.”* These 
expressions discriminate with an accuracy from which there 
would appear to be no escape between the contribution 
made to the composite being of man by our heavenly 

to dxavr good out of evil in all His earthly providences. The giving being to 
a soul; capable of knowing and loving its Creator, is of itself a good^ how* 
ever it may be occasioned. £p. ad Hieron. 166, 0 . 5. 

> Gkn. il 7; Job xxxiii. 4 ,* Ps. cxix. 73; Zech. xii. 1. 

* Heb. xii. 9. The contrast, Delitzsch admits, between 
waWpes, and the Divine erar^p rOiv wevudruv, is physical and not ethical. 
“There can hardly," he remarks, “be a moie clsssical proof-text for Crea* 
tianism/' The passages which imply the organic oneness and responsihility 
of the race of Israel do not set this aside (vii. 6, 10). Cf. iSvim, xvi 32. 
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I’arent iimnediately, and that which He bestows through 
^created channels of thS gift of life. ^ 

This question of the soul’s origin has carried us into a 
jegion where we have at best to deal with high proba- 
■Ji^ties; A^ere revelation has rather hinted at the truth 
than ujiveiled it, and where reason certainly cannot pre¬ 
tend to dogmatize. But it is not altogether unfruitful 
to look at this side of our subject, even where certainty is 
unatta^ablc. To do so makes us all the more thankful for 
cpi’^ainty, when we know that it is within our reach. After 
aU, the difference between the Creatianists and Traduci- 
anists does not raise the question whether the human soul 
is made by God, but only the question whether it is 
immediately created by Him. All that we are and have, 
mifeept the evil which we have wrought, and which clings 

to us, comes 5om the One Source of Life; but if religion 

•> 

linds its strength in this geneiul conviction, it is especially 
stimulated by the conviction that the soul is God’s immediate 
handiw'ork. The bebef that the inmost being of each one 
of us is created as immediately by God as was that of our 
first parent Adam, brings each of us into a felt relationship 
with God, and reminds u3 of our obligations towards Him, 
more effectively than would be the case if we supposed 
ourselves to receive spiritual as well as corporeal life 
through a long series of ancestors. It is this persuasion 

1 Cf. DeUteach on Heb. xii. 9 against Ebrard’a theory that ffdp^ weans 
here the natural life in oppoutioir to the regenerate life. Bad this 
been the sense, the phraae \fould have been ro«>s icara irdpKa 

var^pas. And the original Hebrew text of Humb. xvi. 23; xxvU. 16 is 
decdsive. 
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Tvlucli underlies Bishop Andrewes’ favourite ejaculatory 
prayer from the Psalter,*" Despise*not Thoh the wai‘k of 
Thine own Hands.” It is not in the anatomy and faculties 
of the body, it is in the analysis and study of the soiiV, 
that the greatness of human life is best realized, and ote- 
indebtedness towards its Giver most deeply felt, ^^his re¬ 
flective reason; this heart, capable of a boundless expan¬ 
sion ; tliis will, which may be trained to a^freedoin and itn 
intefisity of extraordinary power;—of what aijp these 
faculties so suggestive as of the knowledge, love, and 
service due to that Being of Beings Wio is tlie End, as 
He is the Author, of this centre of complex and self- 
controlling life ? 


III. 

Man, then, is a spirit j and, as it would seem, he is, as 

such, immediately created by God. The gravest question 

yet remains: Wliat is his destiny? Wliatever may be ^ 

said of the importance of questions bearing on the soul’s ' 

origin, no reflecting man will diny the interest of all that 

beam upon its future. It is true that even this question 

is Ostentatiously set aside on the ground of its^vbeing un- 

practical to discuss it. " The dead,” it is argued, " do not , 

* 

return to teU us their experience. What then can be 
known certainly of that which befalls them ? We 
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hope, or we may conjecture; we may desire, or despair; we 
ina^^ dogmatize in the air, and ftiakc creeds of our aspira¬ 
tions ; hut w’ould it not be better to confine ourselves to 
^subjects that are well within the range of our experience, 
id whoi^ sure results are attainable, than to waste time 
and sjonpathy upon that which belongs really and only to 
the realm of fancy ?” 

This way of treating the subject is possible and not un¬ 
common among young men and women in good health, 
wlio have never known a heartache; and in the pages of 
clever serials, wdiere readers are carried forward almost 
unresistingly, by clear type and well-turned sentences, over 
the dreary wastes of sceptical thought. But the question of 

the,eternal future is ton pressing to be thus left at a dis- 

• • 

tjj^ice, permanently. If religion has many enemies in the 
^iredominaiit tSiideiicics of the modern world, she certainly 
has steady and inalienable allies in the permanent circum¬ 
stances of human nature. To the most refined and cultured 
of ourselves, death is just as certain a contingency as it was 
to our rudest forefathers, and its dread solemnities enter 
just as penetratingly into the homes of rank and science, 
as into the humblest cottages in the laud. Sooner or later 
it comes close to all of *us, and the mists w^hich hide its 
stern realities from our eyes ix)!! away, and leave us face 
to face with them. 

“ They think that their houses shall continue for ever: 
and that tlieir dwelling-places shall endure fi’om one gene¬ 
ration to another; and call the lands after their own names. 
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" Nevertlieless man will not abide in bonour: seeing 
that he may be compared unto the beasts that^ perish; ^this 
is the way of them. 


“ They lie in the heU like sheep, death gna\Veth upoxj,^ 
them, and the righteous shall have domination ovej them 
in the morning: their beauty shall consume in the 
sepulchre out of their dwelling. 

I 

ff • • • ■ • • 

“ Be not thou afraid, though one be made rich: or if the 
glory of his house be increased; 

“ For he shall carry nothing away with him when he 
dieth: neither shall his pomp follow him. 

“ For while he lived he coimted himself an happy man: 
and so long as thou doest well unto thyself, men will spe\ k 
good of thee. * 

“ He shall follow the generation of his fathers: and 
shall never see light. 

" Man being in honour hath no understanding: but is 
compared unto the beasts that perish.” ^ 

This is the solemn irony of life, and from year to year 
we find ourselves face to face with it. Death does not 
move us much, when it visits^ those whom we do not 
know, or whom we know only slightly j when it only meets 
us "'as it wends its way gloomily through the crowded 
thoroughfare towards the distant cemetery, or as it catches 
our eye in the suj^ement of our daily newspaper. It 

* PwUm xlix. 11, 12,14,16-.2oi 
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does not touch us as being what it is, so long as it only 
produces social changes which excite our interest, while it 
keeps sufficiently at a distance not to wound our hearts. 
We drape it in phrases which treat it as a solemn abstrac- 
^on. No^doubt it is solemn; but so is the war lately 
raging^in Paraguay, or a Eussian campaign in Central 
Asia. We should speak very (lifferently of a revolutionary 
struggle in the streets of London, upon the issue of which 
it was clearly understood that our own life and property 
might immediately depend. But we find that at last death 
comes home to us, even to us, in all the closeness of its 
dreadful embrace. Not, it may be, this time to ourselves: 
that were perhaps more bearable. The one human being 
whomVe have loved best on earth—the parent, the husband, 
tl^ wife, the child—lies before us. We see what is coming, 
it is very grackial, perhaps, and there are many rallies in 
which vital power struggles with disease, in which hope 
flickers up in its contest with the presentiments of reason, 
only to dio back into a deeper despair. It is very gradual 
—a slow processional movement to the grave: but the end 
comes at last. At last a day comes to which the preceding 
days are as if they had net been; a day comes which lives " 
in memory. We can no iongcr reckon on hours; we dare 
not be away even for a few minutes, lest we should be too 
late. A change has taken place, which they know well 
' who are familiar with death, and of which none can mistake 
the import. We feel, all feel, that the time is short, and 
a few words are said into which is compressed a life— 




no Questions raised at the sight of death. [Lect. 

its most sincere thought and love—a few assurances, 
messages, entreaties; no more is possible. Alpeady, ong by 
, one, the vital powers take their leave: first speech, then 
movement, then hearing, then even eyesight. Still there^. 
is breatliing, now rapid and deep, now weaker find inter^^ 
mittent; and then there comes a last breath \ and w'c wait; 
and there is none after it. 

It lies before us, that loved form: oidy an hour ago it 
spoke; we speak to it now, but in vain. \Ve bend over 
it in our agony, as if it was still what it had been; but we 

r 

know—wdiat w’oiild we not give to escape from our convic¬ 
tion ?—that neitlier thought nor feeling tenants it now. 
And the question must rise then, if it never rose before, with 
an urgency proportioned to the grief which asks it;—Is all 

I 

really over ? Has the real being, which one short hour a^ 
tlionght and felt so keenly, actually and for ever ceased' 
to be ? 

Do you say that in presence of that passionate agony 
it is folly to ask for a decision which should only he 
dictated by the coolest, the calmest, the most nnimpas- 
sioned, the most disinterested science? I answer that 
that agony, if it he not itself an®argument, is well fitted 
to win a hearing for arguments lo w hich, under ordinary 
circumstances, our materialistic science is deaf.- Such 
a condition of feeling may be impatient on. the one 
hand of a physiology which seeks for the ihunaterial spirit 
ill the brain; as it cannot, on the other, enter into a meta- 
physical discussion of the alleged indestructibility^ of. 
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uncoiiipounded essences. But being itself pain, mental 
pain, one of the great chastening, illuminating powers of the 
world, it is at least in a mood to understand a moral 
argument. And the moral argument for our immortality is, 
itfber all, tljp strongest of those upon which reason can fall 
” back. It is no fancy which insists that Eternal Justice 
cannot blose His account with any human conscience at the 
moment of death; that there must be an after-world in 
winch the too unequal balance of suffering and happiness, 
of good find evil doing during life, will be surely rectified, 

_ We must do stern violence to the best and deepest instincts 
of our better nature before the voice of this argument can 
be silenced. It is a moral conviction which protests against 
the Materialistic theory that the soul is but an animated 
vapour which becomes extinct with the life of the bodily 
frame.. It equa^Jy rejects the Pantheistic dream, that what 
looks like a separate personality ceases when we cease to 
breathe, while the soul sinks back into some vast under¬ 
current of boundless life, which is the fabled vital force of 
the Pantheistic universe. If morality has any serious basis 
in the nature of things, if it be not a dream or a con¬ 
ventionalism, there mustbe^a future wherein each personal 
spirit will subsist under co^^ditions which will have direct 
reference to its moral and spiritual attainments here. 

For if one thing is evident to a man who takes notes of 
what passes within him with the lapse of time, it is that 
j^the inward being which he contemplates as " self,” is con¬ 
tinually developing. As the years' pass, whether for good 
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or evil, this immaterial, thinking, resolving being acquires 
accumulating strength and intensity. I<Qng after the 
animal life of man has reached its highest point, and lar 
fairly on the decline, the spirit feels itself sensibly growing; 
growing in the range of its intellectual grasps growing in 
its power of will, growing in its sense of being a centre of 
life, unlike any of the forms of animal or vegetable life 

around it. Is it possible that death will abruptly put an 

* 

end to this hitherto uninterrupted development? Is it 
possible that we thus continuously expand in 'aU that 
constitutes our real human selves, only to find at the gate 
of death that we were notliing but brutes after all, although 
endowed with sensibilities and imaginations just keen 
enough to make us the victims,, of an immense and ex¬ 
ceptional delusion ? ^ 

It is often remarked that tlio Bible nowhere deals with 
the natural immortality of the human soul as a thesis to 
be proved. ^ As in the case of the soul’s spirituality, the 
Bible scarcely asserts, but it everywhere takes the truth 

' It i3 not meant that the noul of man is immortal through any internal 
necessity, such as might he held to belong to an uncompounded essence. 
In this sense God is A jiuJi'os Adapaciav (1 Tim, vi. 16). In all creatures, 
indestructibility is a gift. It is a gift to the spirit, ns di tinct from 
the animal life-power of man. Hie anbionts, Tatian tod Justin Martyr, 
who protested against the Greek hiea o5 a necessary immortality inherent 
in the soul, did not deny the gift of immortahiy, which as a matter of 
fact the C5reator had bestowed. Juat as man conceives of God, so he con- 
coivr»a of eternity, and longs for it. His longing shows that he is 
designed for an eternity; it is otherwise Inexplicable. “ God hiis placed 
eternity, oVlJl itt the heart of man ” (Eecles. iii. 21), It is a matter of 

T 

experience; and the argumentum ah appetitu mtemitatis to the reality of 
an eternal future is an adaptarion of the Cartesian inference from the idea 
bo the being of a God, Of. Delitzscii, Bibl. Psych, vi. § 2. 
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for granted. Wlien patriarclis and kings are said in the 
language of •the Old* Testament to be gathered to their 
fathers,, it is not merely meant that their bones were laid 
in the common family resting-place. The natural scenery 
jjf Palestifle probably suggested the word which described 
the revealed invisible home of the spirits of the dead.’- It 
was "a land of darkness, as darkness itself;”® the common 
receptacle of the “ small and great,” of the’" servant and his 
master,” of kings and counsellors of the earth, of prisoners 
and of oppressors.® All were gathered there, under new 
conditions of life, incompatible with those earthly forms 
of activity* which cease at,death. hTot that the dead 
are passive or unconscious. ' Isaiah’s description of the 
movement of si)irits in 4 he unseen world at the descent 
of'the spirit of Ihe King of Babylon can hardly be 
fesolved into poetical license; and it is observable that 
the heathen monarch is there together with the rulers 
of.Israel.® This doctrine of Scheol is perfectly consistent 
with the general truth that at death the human spirit 
returns to God,® and that the souls of the righteous are in 
“ His hands,” in the sense of Toeing exempted from torment.’’ 
Nor is it in any way at issue with the doctrine of a bodily 
resurrectien; which, wliile^ts early and distinct appearance 
in the Psalter® is utterly inconsistent with the theory of 

1 » properly vhat is simk deep, bent in ; hence a ravine, abyss, 

d^pth. Cf. Fuerst, Lex. in voc. 

* ^ob X. 21. ® Job iiL IS-fO. * Ecoles. 9, 10. * Is. xiv. 9, sqq 

®,Eccl©8. xii. 7- ’ Wisd. iii, 1. 

* Pa. xyi 10,11 ; Acts ii. 25*31. Cf. also Pa. xlix. 16 j Ixxiii. 23, aqq. 
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its being due to Eastern influences^ upon tbe Jewish 
Kevelation at the period of the Captivity, does undoubtedly, 
in the later books, come very prominently into view. Apart * 
from a popular belief in this doctrine, the imagery of Isaiah* 

• 

and Ezekiel® would have been unintelligible to «fcheir coi^ 
temporaries; and both in the dark days of the Captivity in 
llabylon,* and in the later stiuggle of the Maccabees against 
Antiochus Epiphanes, this faith in a Eesuirection sustained 
the oppressed against the persecutors, even the martyrs in 
their agony.® So far as Alexandria influenced Judaism, 
it discouraged faith in a corporeal Eesurrection. PhUo, 
like a genuine Platonist, sees in death the emaneipation of 
the soul from its bodily prison-house. "But the ruling 
religious minds in Palestine at the time of Christ’s appear¬ 
ance believed in the resurrection of our actual bodies.® 
Such a doctrine of course implies the immortality of the 
soul; but the only demonstration of the truth of the soul’s 
immortality is given in our Lord’s reply to the Sadducees 
on the subject of the Eesuirection. He argues from the 
title, " the God of Abraham, the God of Isaae, and the God 
of Jacob,” which God was pleased to claim in centuries 
long after the death of the patriarchs, that the patriarchs 
must still be living, because GV)d is the God, not of the 
dead, but of the living.^ By this general statement our 

' A« laggested by JuL Miiller, Studd. und Eritt, 1835. 

* Xi, xxvi. 14*19. * Ezek. xxxviL 1-14. Cf. 2 ; xiiL 14, 

* DazL xii. 1*3, 13. * 2 Maoa vii 9, 11,14, 28 ; xii 42*45 f xiv. 15 

^ S. Hatiti. xxiL 24, igg.; Acte xxiii. 8, xxiv. 15. Joseph. Ant. xvliL 1-8, 
Bdl, Jnd. U. S'*!!, Qu. by Giinun. 

' 3. Matt. xxSi 32; S. Mark xii. 27 ; S. Xmke xx. 38. 
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Lord apparently implies that God does not create spiritual 
bein^ only that they may sink back into nothing. The 
Mistiuctive teaching of the New Testament about the future 

world everywhere presupposes the soul’s immortality. If 

• 

d^atli wer# annihilation for all of us, or for all but the just, 
the descriptions of the end of the woild, of the last judg¬ 
ment,^ of the general resurrection,® and of the future state,® 
would have no interest for any but a minority of mankind. 
It is the steady conviction that, in some way, we shall each 
and all personally subsist after death, which secures to 
these pages of our Bibles such universal inteiest. 

This conviction of our immortality rests on what is for 
Christians an unquestioned certainty. In Christian eyes, 
the cpnTiral fact of the woild’s annals is the Eesurrection of 
oui Lord Jesus Christ from the dead. It occuned in the fuU 
jj^ylight of histoiy; it was attested by hundreds of witnesses.* 
We can only deny its truth upon d priori principles, which 
are not merely destructive of serious belief that God is a 
Moral and even a Living Being, but which are also fatal to 
confidence in human history. The Resurrection of Christ 
is the guarantee of our owm. The clouds which hung 
around the gate of death in earlier ages have rolled away 

^ S. Hatt. Txv, 31‘4S ; Acts xvii. 31 ; Horn. xiv. 10; 2 Ccr. v. 10 ; 
2 Tim. iy. 1; 1 S. W. 5. 

B B. John V. 28, ; Acts xxiv. 15. 

• Bom. il 10, viiL 18; 1 Cor. xiii. 12; 1 S. John iii. 2; Heb. x. 28, 27; 
B6y. )dy, 18; 8. Jifatt. viiL 12; S. Mark ix. 43, S. John xil. 26, 
xiy. 2, tqq .; xvU. 24; Bev, xxl. 7, 8. 

* 1 Cor. XV. 6, ays'll iteiMta fttvraKOateis ot vKelwt 

/iivovffuf ius dpTif rtpit bi Kal ixfUfi'i^Bnaau. 
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since the day of our Saviour's triumph over death; tire 
presumptive speculations which were previously rife as to 
the future state have been exchanged for strong certainties. ‘ 
“ Life and immortality have been brought to light by the 
Gospel;” ‘'God has begotten us again to a lively hope, bv 
the resurrection of Jesus Christ from the dead ” Christians 
are “ not to sorrow as those that have no hopeDeath 
has lost its sting, and Llie grave its victory.^ 

Here, too, let it be noted, that although the soul is the 
seat of man’s personal life, it is not, as has been already 
hinted, man in his completeness. Man is a body as well 
as a soul. Materialism itself has here done valuable service 
in correcting the exaggerations of a one-sided spiritualisgi. 
It is common, but erroneous, to speak of man’s body as 
being related to his spirit only as is the casket to rhe 
jewel which it contains, or only as is a^prisoner to the, 
walls of his dungeon.^ As a matter of fact, the personal 
spirit of man strikes its roots far and deep into the encom¬ 
passing frame of sense, with which, from the first moment 
of its existence, it lias been so intimately associated: in a 
thousand ways, and most powerfully, the body acts on the 
soul, and the soul on the body; They are only parted at 

' 2 Tim. i. 10; IS. Pet. i. 3; 1 Tliesa(. iv. 13; 1 Cor. xv. 55. 

’ The false spiritualism which is implied in these metaphors is, in modem 
timeftvfvt least, chiefly due to the Cartesian philosophy. Descartes held that 
the human soul was made only for the purposes of (piac. sur la 

M^th. pt, 6.); the ajumal‘life of man was, as a confluence, in his judgment; 
merely that of an independent machine. Madams do rallies this 

.once popular theory des machiueB qui aim^t, des maohines qui out uhe 
61ectioh pour quehpi'un, des machines qtd sont jalouses, d^. machines qui 
,crd%nent.*’ dsuvivt iit lett. 170. i . , 
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death by a violent wrench. The spirit can indeed exist 
ind^endently of the l^ody, but this independent existence 
is not its emancipation from a prison-house of matter and 
sense; it is a tempoiaiy and abnormal divorce from the 
(jpmpaniofl whose presence is needed to complete its life. 
Woul^ the soul, permanently severed, from the body, still 
be, properly speaking, manl Would it not really be some 
other being? Our inmost consciousness here echoes the 
answer^of science. Tlie body which has been so long the 
Jissociate and partner of the soul's life, the instrument of 
' its will, the minister of its passions, mingling lower physical 
sensations with that higher Hfc of thought and feeling which 
belongs to it, could not be altogether cast away without 

impairing the completeness of our being, without imperilling 

• • 

the continuous identity of our changeful existence. 

This, then, is^he true ground of the general resurrection, 
which is no eccentric or gratuitous miracle, but the restora¬ 
tion to man of that completeness of identity which is im¬ 
paired by death. If the body did not rise, man would, by 
dying, not simply enter upon a new stage of being; he 
would exist as a different order or species of creature. His 
moral history would hs^e changed its conditions and 
character. The disembodied spirit might repudiate the 

weaknesses or excesses of the companion with which it 
had finally parted company. In point of fact, all men are 

to rise again with their bodies, and to give account of their 
own works. The complex being wliich acted here is to 
be judged hereafter. 
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In this life the body and soul together form one com* 
posite being; each acts upon the other as wdll as with it. 
The corruptible body presseth down the soul. The passions 
which have their seat in the soul depict themselves upon 
the surface of the body. On the one hand, an Apostb 
reminds us that fleshly lusts war not merely against the 
bodily health, but against the soul.^ On the other hand, 
a beautiful soul illuminates the face of a S. Stephen 
with angelic light; ® and hereafter the bodies j,of the 
blessed will be “glorious,” that is to say, translucent 
with the splendours of the glorified spirit.® 


IV. 


Eeligion, in order to meet the wants of human nature, will 
take account of each element in man’s nature; she will 
maintain lower relations with the bodies as well as higher 
relations with the souls of men. As man has, besides his 
unseen person, an outward and visible shape, so will religion 
herself provide sensible forms as well as supersensuous real¬ 
ities. She will exact outward a 4 well as inward reverence, 
because in a being constituted like man, the one is really 
the condition of the other. There are bodily postures which 
absolutely forbid heavenly exercises to the soul: to lounge 
in an arm-chair is inconsistent with the'tension of thought 


»\ s. Pet. fi. 11 . 


® l Cor. XV. 43.^1 


® Acta vi. 15. 
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and will which belongs to adoration of the Most Holy. 
.Eeligion, lilae man himself, is a beantifal spirit tabernacling 
in a body of sense. Her divine and immutable trutlis ai*e 
shrouded beneath the unrivalled poetry of Bible language; 
^er treaHires of grace beneath the outward and visible 
signs, which meet us in sacraments. She proclaims the 
invisible by that which meets the eye; she heralds the 
eternal harmonies by a music that falls upon the ear. She 
certn,ijdy i.s not all form, for man Ls not a brute; but also 
she is not all spirit, for man is not an angel. She deals with 
man as being precisely what he is, and she enlists the lower 
faculties of his being in aid of the higher. Yet if she is 
true to man and to herself, she never allows her disciple 

to forgot the unseen in "the seen, the inward in the outward, 

* » 

the soul'in the body. For religious purposes, the soul 

/ 

must always be incomparably of the highest importance, 
as being the very man himself; the man in the secret 
recesses of his being; the man at the imperishable centre 
of liis life; the man as he lives beneath the Eye, and enters 
into relations with the Heart of his Infinite Creator. 

Certainly if belief in our being personal spirits is essential 
to religion, and belief iif the immediate creation of the soul 
by God is stimulating td it, l)elief in the soul*a immortality 
is of yet iiigher religious importance. The relation between 
God and the soul, in which religion consists, would be little 
more to us than a sentiment or a literary taste, if we were 
persuaded that we should have taken leave of it, as we 
shall have taken leave of our clothes and of our books) 
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■when we are laid in our coffins. Would religion be worth 
our attention as serious men, would* it be anything n^ore 
than a plaything, if all really ended at death ? That the 
soul is iramortalj' standing in its immortality, for weal or^ 
woe, face to face with the Everlasting God;—tSiis trutlij^. 
dimly grasped by natural religion, has been wrought into 
the very heart and fibre of Christendom. It is taken for 
granted by Christian faith just as naturally as is the fact 
of life itself. It underlies that sense of an eternal life which 

f 

good men already enjoy here, and which implies not simply 

a consciousness that admits of no idea of succession or 

time, but an immortal soul in fixed communion with an 

Eternal Object. It teaches man to look upon all the acts 

and habits which really feed and'Strengthen religion as a 

« 

part of his preparation and outfit for ereniity, to be in some 
sense carried with him as he crosses the heights which form*- 
his present horizon, and which shut out from his view 
the eternal world. And thus it has elevated and enriched 
human nature in a thousand ways, which we only do not 
sufficiently appreciate because we are so entirely accustomed 
to them. 

Let me illustrate this by an example. Putting religion 
for the moment out of the question altogether, there is no 
doubt as to the view which a philanthropist must take of 
suicide,,.supposing it to become general, and regarding it in 
its influence upon society. When a popular, Cyrenaic 
teacher, Hegesias, advocated suicide, at Alexandria, as 
being the course upon which a really wise man would 
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resolve after comparing the sum of the pleasures of life 
with, the sum of its misfortunes, Ptolemy felt it necessary, 
in the interests of good government and of society, to 
oblige him to close his lecture-room. But the sentiment 
ijpith which suicide is practically regarded among us is not 
based pn any mere estimate of its social bearings; still less 
is it looked upon only as a mode of passing out of life. 
The announcement that this or that well-known man had 
destroyed himself would create in any modern society a 
sensation distinct in kind from that which would be caused 
• by the simple announcement of his death.^ Why is this? 
It is because Christianity, reyealing to man as a certainty 
the fact of his immortality, has given a new meaning, value, 
solemnity to life. To live is to be on our trial, with a 
tremendous future’ immediately before us; and to shorten 
.^his trial by a Wimtary act, is, apart from other and even 
graver aspects of such an act, felt to be altogether irrecon- 
cileable with this, the Christian estimate of life.® 

Considering the strength of the instinct of self-preserva¬ 
tion which is naturally implanted in us, suicide shocks us 
as being a violent contradiction of that instinct. Yet 
while cases of suicide art to be found here and there, in 
all times and districts of Imtory, there have been periods and 
places when suicide has been nothing less than a passion— 

> Since this observation was made, it has been painfully illustrated in the 
case of the lamented M. Fr^vost-Paradol. 

® Lecky, “ History of Etirbpean Morals,” iL 52. “Directand deUberate 
suioide, which occupies so pronunent a place in the moral history of antiquity, 
almost absolutely disappeared Avithin the Church.” Cf. pp* 40-68 of this 
' iuterettfng chapter, 
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a moral epidemic swaying the imaginations and wills of whole 
classes even among educated men. • In India suicide has 
been for at least two thousand years the result of energetic* 
conviction; it is stiU w^hat it was at the date of Alexander’s 
conquest It is at this day the effort by which*the indi^- . 
dual would plunge into the infinite, in which it is pre¬ 
sumed happiness to forfeit his individuality; whether that 
infinite be the supreme soul of the Brahmins, or the 

r 

Nirvana of the Buddhists. In Greece and Eome, suicide 
was a precept not of religion but of philosophy. It was 
recommended by philosophies the most opposed to each“' 
other. In Greece the great representatives of the Cynic 
school, Zeno, Diogenes, and in Christian times, Peregrinus, 

died by their own hands. The Cyrenaics formulated the 

« *■ 

doctrine of suicide, as an escape from the preponderating 
miseries of life. At Eome, Lucretius,^ the Epicureah^ 
poet, as well as Cato and Brutus, under Stoic influences, 
destroyed themselves. The Epicurean feeling, that when 
life had been made the most of for the purposes of 
eiyoyment it was time to end it, coincided as to its 
practical residt with the Stoic doctrine that the stem 
effort by which man could in extremity make good his self- 
mastery is a voluntary death. Of this doctrine Seneca is 
the great master. Suicide is, he contends, the act by which 
inan-ftsserts his rights over himself, when face to face with 
the menaces and oppressions of tyranny: suicide is the door , 
through which liberty may retire from a world of slaves. 

This doctrine especially it was which dictated suicide 
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on a considerable scale in the first of the three periods 
wh^ like a moral plague it has darkened the life of 
Europe. During the later days of the Roman Republic, 
jiiid under the stern Ctesarism of the Empire, suicide was 
^commeflded and practised as an escape from the political 
and gocial evils of the time. The spirit of suicide only 
fell back before the advance of the Church; and more 
than three centuries after Seneca, we find S. Augustine 
combating his arguments one by one in the closing books 
of the treatise on the City of God. The second period 
was that of the Renaissance in the sixteenth century. 
Suicide had nearly disappeared during tlie Middle Ages; 
but when educated Italy, with Leo X. at its head, had 

saturated itself afresh with Paganism, it was natural that 

• ' , 

some of the moral ideas of antiquity should reappear in 
•the train of so engrossing a study of its mind and style. 
Philippo Strozzi, the prisoner of the Grand Duke Cosmo I., 
destroys himself, praying God—^it is an odd mixture of 
Christian and Pagan creeds—that his soul may be placed 
along with the soul of Cato of Utica, and of others who 
have died after the same fashion. Montaigne in his essays 
defends suicide elaborately; and in time it had its de¬ 
votees in England, no leSs than in France and Italy. The 
more positive and earnest Christianity of the seventeenth 
century brought with it a more worthy appreciation of 
the real seriousness of life; but in the succeeding age the 
taste for suicide was renewed, not as a part of the com¬ 
plete Pagan ideal of conduct, but as the fruit of a melan- 
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choly estimate of our condition in this world, joined to 
impaired or decomposing religious conviction®. The ,felt 
disappointments of life as a whole, the absence of fixed 
aims, the culture of imagination and passion without any 
regulating faith, the feverish indecision, the languid ye^, 
ever-growing self-idolatry, the moral atmosphere of 
impatience, irritation, curiosity, the mingled rapture and 
pain of vagrant imagination, the utter caprice and prostra¬ 
tion of will,—these were the characteristics of a period 
* • 

which was impersonated by, and wliich recognized itself 
at length in Goethe. In the earnestness as well as in the 
levity of an irreligious age, the ordinary motives to self- 
destruction acquired a new and fatal force; and the grow¬ 
ing evil was only checked by the Ghristian reaction wduch 
followed on tlie French Eevolution throughout Europe; 
and which again restored belief in the solemnity of life by • 
forcing men to look steadily at the eternity which succeeds 
it. Certainly, we have only to refer to yesterday’s paper ^ 
to read the account of a suicide from London Bridge. 
Domestic misfortunes, temporary derangement, moral 
despair, still count their too numerous tale of victims. 
But it is a simple matter of fact that belief in a future 
state, as taught by Christ and His Apostles, is the one 
adequate antidote to this weird contempt for the gift of 
existence—a contempt which cannot really exting\iish the 
gift which it yet can so irretrievably purse.® 

' Standard^ March 10, 1870. 

® On this subject the opening Essay in 51 . Caro’s Nouvelles Etudes Morale 
is full of interest; and I an: indebted to it in the foregoing paragraphs. , 
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It would 1)0 easy to shew in like manner how—sometimes 
directly, sometimes indirectly—Christianity has bettered the 
condition of the masses of mankind by making Clu’istians 
fool the value of each separate life. Our Lord has done this, 
^ DO oth^r has done it: nowhere is hiiinan life thought so 
highlj- of as where the Christian creed is sincerely believed 
to be absolute truth. The history of infanticide is one 
among other illustrations of this result of a hearty belief in 
immortality. ’Tho great Christian doctrines centre in, they 
are unintelligible apart from, faith in tlie value of the indi¬ 
vidual soul. The soul’s value is measured in a Christiaji's 
judgment by the stupendous tmth of the Incarnation and 
Deuth of the Everlasting Son; by the gift and energies of 
the.l1ivme Spirit; by the perpetual intercession of Christ 
in heaven;*by th5 grace and power of the Sacraments; by 
• the prospects wjiich open to faith’s eye beyond the grave— 
upwards into an illimitable heaven, downwards into a 
fathomless hell. Confronted with each of these truths, the 
soul confidently, yet tremblingly, feels its dignity—its price¬ 
less dignity—in the eye of its Maker. The soul feels as if, 
when it turns awhile from the daily round of duty to gather 
itself up into itself, to sink a shaft into the depths of its 
consciousness, there wert two, and only two, beings in ex¬ 
istence—itself and its God. To know more of Him, to love 
Him more, to serve Him better—this is its constant effort; 
and its hope and prayer is to receive day by day, in larger 
measures, more abundant communications of His mind and 
of His life. In a tvord, when dwelling on the soul’s nature 
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and destiny, man understands that religion is his highest 
and most reasonable field of thought and work# 

It has indeed been said that the old phrase of “ saving 

one’s soul ” has ceased to have much meaning for the religion 

€ 

of educated people in the present day. If this be indee^. 
true, we can only rejoin, in all truth and sorrow, “ so much 
the worse for the educated people.” Whatever be a man’s 
place in society or in letters, whatever his circumstances in 

this earthly scene, it remains true that, to‘close with the 

< 

offers which Christ makes to sinners, to “ work out his salva¬ 
tion with fear and trembling,” is his one most important 
business here. The eternal realities do not change with 
our intellectual fashions; and like the laws which govern 
our physical frames, the spiritual jiiles under which men 
live or die are the same for all of us. The day will come 
when the Grod-fearing peasants of Devonshire or of York-. 
shire will rise in judgment against the cultured irreligion 
of the centres of our modem civilisation: not because it is 
cultured, but because it is irreligion; because in the glare 
of its enthusiasms for the additions which it has made to 
the knowledge of our material home and structure, it has 
forgotten almost or altogether the JEtemal Home beyond. 

The salvation of the soul oan only be treated as an old- 
world anachronism, when it is dear either that man has no 
real soul, or that it does not survive death, or that if it does 
survive, its condition hereafter has no reference whatever 
to its state and actions here. If this he really meant, it is 
better to say so; only, in that case, it is difficult to see '^hat 
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sphere is left for religion at all. If it be not meant^ then, 
undoubtedlyj, a variety of the gravest questions at once 
•open before us, both as to what we have to be saved from, 
and as to the means and conditions of our salvation. Upon 
t^e first 0 ^ these questions, we shall encounter in the next 
lecture some of the more serious differences which divide' 

m 

the modern world: to-day it must suffice to have insisted 
upon the mingled blessedness and awfulness of life. "What 
it is to live hd*re at all as a human being; what it is to 
possess or rather to be a centre of self-reflecting thought, 
.of self-determining will, a centre of life which under some 
conditions will be perpetuated indefinitely;—this, when we 
thiiik of it steadily and in good earnest, is, next to the 
spiritual sight of God Himself, the most solenm, the most 
che-t.?ning, Ihe m6st stimulating consideration that can 
Qpi >*011 us. Let us make much of it, in the interests 
both of the present and of the future, for the sake of God 
and truth, as well as of our own lasting happiness. Let us 
detennine to ask ourselves again and again during the 
coming week, what in our inmost selves we really are, and, 
.xt, whither we are going. Let us listen to a voice which 
will at times find some echo in every conscience, and which 
bids us, in God’s name, reflect that “ the things which are 
seen are temporal, while the tilings which are not seen 
are eternal” 



LECTURE IV. 

dFouctj) Siunlias in fi.ent. 

THE OBSTACLE TO EELIGIOK-SIN. 

t 

S. James i. 15. 

When detire hath conceived, it hringeth forth sin; and sin, %chen it is 
finished, hringeth forth death. 

rpHE ground which we have hifclierto traversed is;‘‘ in the 
main, common ground to those wdio accept the idea 
of religion in any serious sense at all. ^Eeligion is im¬ 
possible, except as a bond between a real, that is to say, a 
moral and governing God, and a real, that is to say, a 
conscious, self-determining, immortal soul. Deny either 
term of the statement, and religion dissolves into an 
unpractical sentiment, which either has no adeq^uate object, 
or else no adequate subject and field for its existence. 
Hitherto, therefore, at least getierally, we have occupied 
positions which may be taken up even by theories wliich 
are ve^ earnestly opposed to some of the most distinctive 
features of the Christian craed. But to-day we advance a 
step further; add this advance, it is vrell to say at the 
outset, mnst forfeit the sympathy of many who have thus 
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far been able to accompany us. We have reached a point 
at which wg encounter a fact of such widespread and 
* deep significance, that it must perforce colour, and impress 
any real religion, from first to last; so that its pressure 
syd impo3ifcanco are felt both in the drift and substance of 
religious belief, and in the characteristic temper and dis¬ 
positions of a religious mind. The tact in question is 
moral evil. Moral evil, or sin, is the disturbing and dis¬ 
organizing forerf which breaks up the original relationship 
of lov^ and confidence between God and man. In view of 
, moKil evil, revelation must be not merely illuminative, but 
remedial; and religion, in order to be true to the facts of 
human nature, must consist predominantly of penitence 
and pohtrition. And Christianity is broadly at issue with 
not a few of the religious proposals which aspire to take 
its place in the present day on this very ground. It does, 
and they do not, practically recognize this uuiversal and 
fundamental fact: they do, and it will not, consent to gloss 
sin over, or to explain it away, or to assume that man’s 
religious wants can be really satisfied without looking it 
boldly in the face, and providing against it a cure and an 
antidote. , 

It would be a very great error to suppose that Christi¬ 
anity has invented the idea of sin only for the purpose 
of remedying it. If sin 'W’ere not a fact independent of 
Christianity; if it were not an integral feature of human 
life, Cliristianity would long ago have perished. In the 
.spiritual world, too, there is such a thing as supply and 

K 
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demand; and if a religion pre-supposcs wants which do 
not exist, and brings remedies for diseases of which nobody 
is conscious, it has already signed its death-w^arrant. It is* 
true that Christianity, as a revelation of the highest moral 
truth, has, beyond any other religion, educated man’s sen^e 
of sin; but this sense of sin was not itself a result of 
Christianity. Long before Christ came, the moral sin and 
sickness of the world was felt, rather than explicitly 
recognized. It xvas of course recognized by the educated 
conscience of Israel, with its moral law, creating a know¬ 
ledge of sin, and its sacrificial system, deepening the sense 

♦ » 

of the guilt of sin, and its prophetic ministry, bringing' 
these general truths home with an unflinching courage and 
precision to the sinful kings and populations of the later 
centuries of its history. But this heart-sickness of the 
world was also a fact very vividly present to the com¬ 
paratively uneducated conscience of Greece. What makes 
a great heathen say that even if death does involve endless 
unconsciousness, it ought, nevertheless, to be looked upon 
as substantial gain; a deep sleep throughout a lifetime, a 
sleep unbroken by dreams, being, in his opinion, preferable 
to the active life of the mosj; fortunate of mankind? 
Probably he could not have toy us the real reason; this 
was an instinct of his rather than a reasoned judgment. 
He instinctively perceived that in human life, as he saw it, 
even under it brightest aspects, there was on the whole 
more evil than good. More evil than good,—but not 
merely or chiefly*moro physical evil. The natural courago 
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of a great soul would never have regarded a preponderance. 
of misfortune or of p^Lin in a human life as a reason for 
Avishing to be practically non-existent. The evjl which 
decided the balance of judgment against the expediency of 
life, was niore penetrating, more oppressive, more fatal to 
the sense of having a right to live than* any pain of body, 
or loss of friends or of goods could possibly be. It was, in 
a word, moral evil. The heathen knew of the existence of 
moral evil, but iliey had very imperfect ideas of its extent 
and nature. They knew that there was a right and a 
^wrong, to which man is bound to conform himself. But 
“what is right anS what is^rong, and why right is right, 
and wrong is wrong;—these were subjects upon which their 
kno\yldllge was exceeding imperfect. Yet the general fact 
of man’s disloyalty to such moral truth, as he knew, is 
often admitted ^ the leading minds of antiquity. They 
acknowledge man’s secret misery; his proneness to yield to 
temptations which his conscience condemns; his forfeiture 
of the light which he actually enjoys by disobedience to 
its requirements. "I see and approve of the better 
course,” says Ovid, "I follow the worse.’* "Nature has 
given us small sparks oi^ knowledge,” says Cicero, "we 
corrupt and extinguish thqm by our immoralities.” "We 
oi'e all wicked,” says Seneca, " what one of us blarneys in 
another, each will find in his own bosom ” ^ 

The Epistle to the Homans itself, which sets out by 
shewing that both the Jewish and Gentile worlds, by 

* Quoted by Luthaxdt. 
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reason of the sin which had overmastered them, stood in 
need of the justifying righteousness, of Chrigit, is scarcely 
more explicit in its assertions than are these great heathen.*' 
For to observe human life at all, and to reflect on the 
observation, is to be conscious of its moral ^anomali^s. 
This consciousness often takes the disguised form of a 
bitter complaint against tlie external conditions, nay, the 
very fact of life itself. So it was at the end of the last 
century. Werther translated Hamlet into tlie language 
of modern life, and Goethe made Werther Eui'opean. 
Werther embodied the philosophy of melancholy; of dis¬ 
satisfaction witli life, grounded on a sense of hopeless 
irretrievable failure. In days nearer to our own, this 
Pessimism has found a prophe^t in Schopeuhauery. the 
philosopher of Frankfort. “ The history of every life,” he 
says, “ is but a history of suffering; the course of life is 
generally but a series of greater or of less misfortunes. 
The trae sense of the monologue in Hamlet may be thus 
summed up. Our condition is so vTetched that utter 
annihilation would be decidedly preferable.” . . , “ The 
oft-lamented shortness of hfe may perhaps be its best 
attribute.” ..." Life,” he pursues, " may be re¬ 
presented as a constant deceive” in things both great and 
small. If it makes promises, it never keeps them, excepj; 
to she^ how imdesirable is that which was desired. First 
the hope, then the thing hoped for, disappoints us. life 
gives only to take away. The charm of distance shews us a 
paradise, which vanishes Hke an optical delusion, if 'we 
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allow ourselves to approach it. Hence our happiness ever 
lies ifi. the fu4ure or in the past; the present may be com¬ 
pared to a dark cloud which the wind drives before it over 
the sunny plain; behind it there is the sunshine, beneath 
it^^a constfftit shadow. Life is consequently ever unsatisfy; 
ing; the future being uncertain, the past irrecoverable. 
Life vrith its hourly, daily, weekly, and yearly, little, great, 
and greater discomforts; with its disappointments, its 
misfortunes, baffling all calculation; bears so plainly the 
impress of something which is to be spoilt to us, that it is 
■^difficnlt to imagine how this could ever have been mistaken, 
and how any one could have conceived that life was given 
to be thankfully enjoyed, or man made to be hapj;)y. The 
general stnicturc of life •vrould rather produce the convic- 
tion that nothing is worth our efforts, our energies, and 
our struggles; that all possessions arc vanity, the world 
a bankrupt in all quarters, and life a business which does 
not pay its expenses. Satisfaction and prosperity are 
merely negative—merely the absence of suffering; only 
sorrow and want can be positively felt.” . . . “We 
do not perceive that certain days of our lives have been 
happy till they have giveir place to unhappy ones. If, then, 
there were a hundred tiiiRjs less sorrow in the world than 
there is, its mere existence would be enough to confirm a 
truth expressed in various ways, though always with some 
indirectness—namely, that the existence of the world is a 
matter not of rejoicing but of grief; that its annihilation 
would be preferable to its existence; that it is fundamen- 
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tally something which ouglit not to exist. Human life, 
far from wearing the aspect of a gift; has eveiy appeatance 
of an incurred debt, the payment of which is exacted in' 
the form of the urgent necessities, the tormenting desires, 
the unceasing want which life involves. The wBole peri(^ 
of life is generally consumed in the liquidation of this debt, 
and yet it ds only the interest which can be thus paid off. 
The payment of the capital is effected by death.” ^ 

Such is Schopenhauer’s reply to the sunny Optimism 

■C 

of Leibnitz, who deems this the best of possible worlds ”; 
and in this philosophy of despair we listen to the same chord* 
as that already struch by the Platonic Socrates, although 
the despair is deeper and sadder than was possible for a 
heathen, who had never heard of a Christian’s hope. For 
SchoiDenhauer might also seem at times to be expanding 
and paraphrasing S. Paul’s picture of the whole creation 
groaning and travailing in pain together until now; only 
S. Paul saw light upon the distant horizon, and he knew 
the secret of the present distress. It was moral evil which 
had introduced this unrest and disorder, or which, if it had 
not introduced all physical suffering into the universe, at 
least had made it so intolerable. The aggravated, un¬ 
appeasable restlessness which results from a conscious 
forfeiture of the harmony of our being with the moral law 
of the universe;—this it is which quickens the agony of 
that piteous wail to which we have just been listening: 

’ Schopemhjuier,. Die Welt ftls Wille und Voretellung, | 07, 59; Si. 40, 
qu. by Luthardt, A^Kilog. Vortr. Vorles, 2, Notes. 
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thjs it is which lights up in the human consciousness the 
sense of an almost infinite capacity for pain. 


1 . 

The presence and power of moral evil in the world has 
ever afforded matter for the persevering, anxious, weary 
cxereibo of human thought. The difficulties of the problem 
^ have not silenced inquiry; the failure of one generation of 
thinkers has not discouraged another. Like the movements 
of tlie heavenly bodies, or the laws of health, the existence 
of moral evil is too patent, too importunate a subject, to be 
permanently set aside by human beings': it exerts over all 
«who seriously insider the meaning and facts of life too 
irresistible a fascination not to demand from each generation 
3ome attempt at accoimting for it, however others may 
have failed to do so. And in dealing with this problem 
let us observe that there are two fatal tendencies, which 
beset, on this side and on that, the necessary path of 
inquiry with the importunity of a resistless fascination. 
like Scylla and Charybohs, they divide between them the 
great majority of those who would attempt a passage; to 
escape from the one is generally to fall a victim to the 
attractions or violence of the other. Our path then lies 
between the temptation to extenuate the idea of evil, and 
the temptation to tamper with the idea of God. 
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1. Of these, the more welcome to the spirit of our time 
is the former. It is impossible to tleny that moral ^evil 
exists; but is it impossible to soften that stem idea of evil * 
which haunts the human conscience, and which is sanctioned 

f 

by Eevelation ? May not moral evil be represented as ^ 
necessary product of man’s nature and constitution, as the 
mere expression and symptom of his place among created 
beings, nay, even as an indispensable condition of his 
turning his opporiunities to the best account and. of 
fulfilling his destiny ? Yes, it has been said, sin in man 
is only the measure of his failure to achieve ideal or 
metaphysical perfection. Man is confessedly a finite 
being; and the evil wliich clings to him, or which he does, 
is but an appropriate feature of hii^ original circumstances. 

The good is that which is, or the real: evil begins with 
that which is not, or with the unreal.” Therefore the 
Unbounded, All-powerful Being is alone the good, be¬ 
cause of His Infinity and Almightiness. Creatures are 
partly good and partly evil; they are good so far as they 
exist; their evil begins with their finitude; it begins at 
the point where their little life shades oft through weak¬ 
ness into non-existence. In this gense too, ** whatever is, 
is rightwhatever tries to be, and cannot be, is wrong. 
Sin and weakness, strength and virtue, are interchangeable 
terms. "'Man as a moral agent suffers in two ways for this 
metaphysical imperfection of his life. His knowledge of 
duty is very limited, so that, while he really aims at what 
■ is good he constantly does something less than good, only 
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from want of that enlarged information which is denied 
him Jjy the limited conditions of liis being. And he is 
'also tied down to a gross material body, filled with sensual 
impulses and instincts, which control and overmaster liis 
Igftier asiflrations. His sensuous nature necessarily and 
perpetually depresses the level of his thought and action; 
and in this depression, thus physically necessitated, from 
the line of his ideal attainments to that of his actual 
attainments, consists his sin. 

Now, so far is sin from being the product of iin- 

’[lerfect knowledge, that the imperfection of man’s kno'vv- 

ledge is the measure of his innocence. Knowledge is 

essential to responsibility; the latter can only exist in 

the *ratio of the forme*. The lower creatures cannot 

sin against the IJnowledge which we have, but which 

they do not possess: we cannot sin against a higher 

knowledge than that which has bco^n vouchsafed to us. 

But we know enough to have enormous opportunities for 

sin open to us j and when we do sin, our consciences do 

not whisper that had we known more we might have been 

innocent still. Omniscience is not a condition of virtue; 

philosophers are not always saints, nor little cliildren 

always criminals. Nor isp sin accurately attributed to the 

necessary action of our sensuous nature. It is not, by any 

means, universally or even generally the product of in- 

_ * 

surgent senses. Euinous as are the sins for which per¬ 
verted sensual instincts furnish the material, there are 
many sins of the darkest type which have nothing to db 



138 Oiir sensuous nature not tki source of sin, [Leot. 

with sense. We should be just as capable of envy and 
hatred, of ambition and pride, of untruthfulness, o? the 
desire to destroy a fellow-creature, if we had no bodies* 
at aU. Sin then, as such, is not the irrepressible product 
of a sensuous body; nor is it the imperfection df moral ^r 
spiritual effort which alliance to such a body is thought 
of necessity to imply. In order to practice virtue, it is 
indeed often necessary, with the Apostle, to keep under 
our body and bring it into subjection but the body does 

t 

not exert any irresistible power of depression over the 
higher instincts of the -soul, or it would be useless to* 
struggle against it. The seat of sin is in the wiU, whether 
sin be chiefly spiritual or sensual ; the body merely 
furnishes one of the spheres wherein temptation may be 
found and sin is possible; and sin is a much ^aver thing 
than any failure to attain ideal goodness "yhich arises from 
our being weighted with a body of sense. If sin were only 
inevitable weakness; if it were nothing more serious than 
a lowly condition in the scale of being residting from 
man’s physical circumstances; the conscience of man would 
no more torture him on account of it than the conscience 
of the cripple or the blind accuses him of his misfortune. 
Sin differs from virtue not ase flower which has been 
frostbitten differs from a flower which has escaped the 
frost, but as a self-made devil differs from an angel; and 
the body can no moie fetter the will of the saint tham the 
triumph of its rebellious senses can be held to measure or 
diminish the responsibility of the sinner. 

» 1 Cor. ix. 27 . 
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So faint an.estimate of evil may help us to create a 
mouality that shall accommodate itself to human life as it 
actually is. It will not furnish us for long with a standard 
of moral truth which wiU remind us of what our life actually 
js not. ft may recommend itself at once, and very per¬ 
suasively, to our self-love. It were pleasant to think, if 
we could think, that we have never been in the terrible 
predicament of opposing and refusing a known standard 
of goodness; tliat, at the worst, we are only pardonable 
and even interesting instances of failure to be all that we 
‘ conceivably might have been. To see in evil nothing 
beyond the result of man’s finite nature; to see in it a 
privation only and not a contradiction of good, is undoubt- 

edly calculated to put us all on very good terms with our- 

# • 

selves. But is any theory of the kind consistent with the 
• most rudimentary idea of evil? Surely our consciences 
ten us that evU is a great deal more than a maimed effort 
at goodness, more than a privation of goodness which 
might be but is not. Evil and good are not, so to' put it, 
upon the same line of advance, with only this difference, 
that while goodness is success, evil is failure. If, for 
instance, I teU a very deliberate lie, with a view to getting 
possession of a smn oj^ money by doing so, , I surely do 
something more than fail to reach an ideal of perfect 
, truthfulness. I move very deliberately in an opposite 
direction to that of truth; I do not come short of it; I 
contradict and trample it under foot. If nobody ever told 
lie without wishing to tell the truth, while yet he failed. 
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from defective knowledge, to do so perfectly, this theory 
of evil as the symptom of man’s finite nature might at least 
claim a hearing. As it is, the real facts of every human 
conscience are against it. 

( 

And accordingly Holy Scriptime speaks of sin ‘in terms}, 
which are utterly at variance with any such estimate of 
moral evil as this. It speaks of “ sin having dominion over 
us,”^ and of the justified being "dead unto sin but we 
are not ruled by imperfect forms of goodness, nor do we 
" die ” to moral efforts which were only less successful than 
our present ones. It sj)eaks of sin as a service, the wages 
of which is death;® as a defilement from which we must be 
cleansed and waslied;* as a bondage from which Clirist 
makes us free.® There is, it appears, a law of sin in x)ur 
members, to vdiich we may be brought into,captivity;® and 
sin it is which constitutes the sting of det^th,^ and which, 
in its deliberate and emphatic form is the death of the soul.® 
How is all this language, which presupposes an energetic 
contradiction to exist between sin and holiness, to be 
reconciled with any representation of sin as being merely 
imperfection, whether of knowledge or of moral force? As 
if there were no sins except those ♦•of negligence and omis¬ 
sion, no sins of set purpose to do vevil; as if there were no 
such thing as knowing evil to be evil, and deliberately 
embracing it!® 

* Rom. Ti. 14i ® Rom. vl. 2. ” Rom. vL 23 ; cf. 1 S. John iii. 8. 

^ Pa. li, 2-7; Tsa. 1. 16; Jerem, iv. 14; Acts Hxu. 10 { 1 Ccr. yi. 11; Rev. 

i. 5; R«v. -ni. 14. - - 

* Rom. vi. 16-22. • Rom. vii, 23. ' 1 Cor. xV. 66, 

® I 8 John V. 16. * Rom. i. 32. 
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Indeed, to represent sin as soinetliing due to the original 
impQrfectioHi of human nature is to contradict tlie sanctity 
and justice of God. God is the Maker of His creatures; 

and if creatures are imperfect, as compared with the Creator, 

• 

if is fromfthe necessity of the case, because the creature .is 
not the Creator. But this inherent or metaphysical imper¬ 
fection does not necessarily imply moral imperfection: had 
it been so, God could not have created at all without 

s 

violating His own attributes. And certainly, if man only 
sins because his views of absolute good are limited, and his 
higher asx3irations weighed down by the body of sense 
which encompasses him, the author of that intellectual 
finiteness and of that sensual frame is the author of man's 
sinj and God, in creating, forfeits His sanctity, and in for¬ 
feiting His*sanctiby ceases to be the object of i-eligion. 

, This conclusion, indeed, is not declined by the Pantheistic 
xdiilosophy, and by that large body of thought in our day, 
which is profoundly,because for the most part unconsciously, 
moidded by it. Sin, we are told, like everything else, is 
really due to the Divine activity; but, tlien, sin is not with- 
put its uses—I liad almost said, its merits. It is, forsooth, 
the stimulant and condition of goodness. As in the world 
of Hegelian thought, truth, we are told, is not to be looked 
for in any single and direct affirmations, but, only as the 
term of a series of contradictions, which not only may be 
true together, but are together necessary to express the fuU 
truth; so it has been asserted, that in the moral sphere there 
is a somewliat similar law of contradictories; that it is as 
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unpliilosophical to find fault with what is vulgarly described 
as sin,as it is to keep no terms with what is coars(ily descijbed 
as falsehood. Sin is the necessary foil to goodness: without * 
sin goodness would never be roused into active life. Con- 

tr 

tradiction is a condition of moral life: goodnesss is iic\t 
tranq^uil conformity to law, but energetic struggle against 
that which contradicts it, and which by contradicting it 
makes it what it is. “Just as nature is made up of con¬ 
trasts, and- in it we see light opposed to darkness, and heat 
to cold, and expansion to concentration, and pleatee to 
pain, and health to sickness,—even so does the true life of . 
the human soul emerge from deep contrasts; it is only 
developed by the encounter between truth and falsehood, 
between good and evU.” . . . “Evil is thus a condition, 
almost an ingredient of good. Goodness 'would'slumber in 
itself, it would be without the necessary im]^ulse to exertion, ^ 
unless it were constantly kept on the alert by the antago¬ 
nistic energies and excesses of evil.” ' 

This singular travestie of the account which the Chris¬ 
tian Kevelation has given of the permission of moral evil in 
the world, involves a fallacy of confusion. It confounds 
the good ends which evil, against#its nature, may subserve 
in the purposes of an overrulinggProvidence, with the in¬ 
herent qualities of evil itself. Certainly it is better for the 
health of, the body that latent disease should shew itseK 
in pronounced illness; and when such iUness is over, 
a patient may be all the stronger and better for having 

* Gf:^ qfiot. by Klotz, in his aH. Sttnde.i 




IV.] 


Goodness independent of evil. 


143 


been ill But for all that, disease is disease, and not a 
variegated fonn of health; and a man in whom disease 
Jiad never been latent, and whose constitution had beeu 
even monotonously free from its assaults, will be, at least, 
aS well as another who may have happily survived a scarlet 
fever. What God in His loving Omnipotence may make 
evil do in spite of its nature is one thing; what it is in itself 
is another. Vice is not a necessary aliment, it is not even 
a necessary foil •to virtue. The devil is not necessary to 
the existence of God; and goodness does not depend either 
for its beauty or its strength upon the antagonistic efforts 
of sin. If it were so, we should at once reach the practical 
conclusion of the Materialistic philosophy, which denies the 
exist{}n#e of any free will in man whatever, and sees in all 
moral aetions, whatever their colouring, the inevitable 

result of antecedents which create them, by as necessary a 

• « 

law as any which rules the world of matter. Upon Mate¬ 
rialistic principles, the murderer Traupmann ought never 
to have been executed: he was no more responsible for his 
atrocities than a flash of lightning or a wave would be for 
the destruction of a human life. But upon the principles 
of the £esthetic Pantheisn^ it might even have been ques- 
.tioned whether French society did not on the whole gaiiv 
by his horrible ■ activity: and whether one who had done 
so, much to exhibit the virtue of respect for human life in 
lagh relief, by so emphatically contradicting it, was not, in 
consideration of his services, entitled to receive some higher 
and more substantial reward than a reprieve of the penalty 
which he actually suffered. 
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Indeed, it is here that we see how irreconcileahle any such 
theory is with the plainest instincts a healthy conscience. 
J£ evil is necessary to the existence of good, why should^ 
conscience condemn evil? How can conscience condemn 

that which is necessary to the good which it*approvers? 

* 

How, if we are to pursue this line of thought, can we ulti¬ 
mately avoid acquiescing in a theory which, denying all 
distinctions of right and wrong as of the nature of baseless 
prejudice, sees in evil, as in good, only an* energetic mani¬ 
festation of life apart from any moral colouring wlhitever? 
A Iasi protest may indeed be made to the effect that man’s 
business is to contradict the metaphysical necessity for evil 
by the moral demand that it should be resisted. But this 
very demand, if it is to be enforcqd, must proceed tfpoii the 
serious conviction that moral evil is evil; that^it is a some¬ 
thing which need not be; and that if wo wUl, we are indi- 
vidually and perfectly free to accept or to reject it. 

Theories such as these are in truth expedients for repre¬ 
senting sin as being less serious than it is; for softening 
the repulsive contrasts which it presents to holiness; for 
securing to it a right to feel at home in human conduct 
and in the human soul. Every such theory attempts to 
put forth a more or less disguise^! justification and apology 
on behalf of sin, at the bar of intellect, that sin may, if 
possible, be received without dishonour, if it be not wel¬ 
comed at the court of conscience. But conscience, when she 
is not benumbed or asleep, must protest implacably against 
these attempts to. make sin respectable. She can see in 
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them 'only so many invitations addressed to the single soul, 
bidding it look tolerantly or fondly on the sure instrument 
, of its degradation and ruin; so many invitations addressed 
to human society, bidding it recognize or welcome the foe 
vrho is s%xpm to impede and to destroy the indispensable 
conditions of its coherence and progress. 

2 . It has indeed been the dread of softening down the 
idea of evil wliich has led the human conscience in very 
early ages to tamper with the idea of God. The instinctive 
recoil <rom the one error has plunged it into the other. 
^The physical evil of pain, of disease, of death, inflicts 
itself upon the senses; and conscience accounts for physical 
evil by tracing it to moral evil. Conscience cannot deny 
the malignity of moral^evil without dethroning herself. 
T>ut wliy shsuld moral evil exist? The All-Holy could not 
have created it: to have done so would have been to cease 
Co be Himself, fiut why did He permit it? And who gave 
it being, that He should permit it? 

In ages and civilizations when the idea of God was im¬ 
perfect or impoverished, men accounted for the existence 

I 

of evil by ascribing it to a being or principle, coeval with 
God, independent of Hiii^ and ot course opposed to Him. 
IVhether this evil was su^osed to be matter out of which 
the Good God had fashioned the world, or whether it was 
conceived of as something more spiritual, the object and 
origin of the system was identical. It was an effort to 
account for the great perplexing mysteiy—the existence 
; of evil. It is impossible, argued these ancient tliinkers, 

L 
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that moral life and death, that good and evil, can flow from 
a single source. It is impossible that a Holy God can have 
been the author of evil. Evil, then, must be referred to 
some other origin: it must have had an author of its own. 
So far we cannot but follow; but then the argumegit appeals, 
in order to sustain its own false inference, to the gigantic 
proportions wliich evil has actually assumed. Considering 
how world-wide and imperial is the sway of evil, must not 
evil, it asks, be referred to some person, piinciple, force, or 
tendency, higher and older than created things; to some 
almighty source, existing side by side with the Author and 
Source of goodness, in eternal contradiction to His mind 
and work? 

If we take the ancient Parsee doctrine as a sauiple, we 
find, in the lines of the Bundehesch, the good and evil 
principles—Ormuzd and Ahriman—contrasted as follows.— 

“ Ormuzd is the light; 

This light is without beginning; 

Ormuzd is on high, 

Ormuzd is Holy, 

‘ Ormuzd hath all knowledge.” 

On the other hand— 

“ Ahriman is in darknes^; 

This darkness is without beginning; 

Ahriman is in the depths; 

Ahriman delighteth in strife; 

Ahriman hath only a derived knowledge.”* 

Here, while Ahriman is in respect of knowledge the 
inferior of Ormuzd, they are represented as coeval; al- 

* AbardaneQch, qu. by Haitnebcrg from Jos. Muller, ait. Tarbisnius. 
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though the modern Parsees, especially when in conflict 
with.Christiipiity, liavj^ tended, by exalting Ormu^d alone, 
•by teaching that Ahriman became evil tlirough an act of 
will, or by recognizing an eternal essence above both 
jj^inciplesf from which thejr alike derive their origin,, 
to approach more and more closely to a piaotical Mono¬ 
theism.^ But there is no real question as to the practical 
Dualism of the earlier doctrine, which prevailed in Persia 
at least from the date of Darius Hystaspes to tliat of 
Alexad^icr the Great, and again after the fall of the 
Parthian dynasty,—the doctrine which is confronted in the 
pages of the Hebrew Scriptui’es. Tn Isaiah, the God of 
Israel proclaims— 

. • “ I um the Lord, 

.Ajad there is none else: 

There is no God beside Me. 

I form |he light and create darkness; 

I make peace and create evil \ 

I the Lord do all these things.”® 

Here we have a revelation probably designed to protect 
the faith of Israel against the Dualistic influences to which 
it would be exposed during the later period of the Captivity. 

^ Cf. Hanneberg, who quotes Wilson, “The Faiaee Eeligion," Bombay, 
1843, p. 107, It would seem that the superiority of Orinuzd was never 
supposed to imply his power of ^preventing the birth of Ahriman or of 
annihilating him. Compare on the Zeruane Akerene, or eternal es^sence 
above the two principles, Muller, L. von d. Sunde, ii. 6. “ Being only 

seldom mentioned in the Zendavpsta,” he says, “ this is a very isolated 
Oonceptiou, exercising no influence upon the system as a whole, nor on the 
derelojiment of the conflict between the two ^irinciples: and thus this 
ultimate unity is too meagre and weak an abstraction to have any power 
in itself to rob the evil principle of its strength or to reconcile it with the 
gooi” ^ Isft- xlv. 6, 8, 7 . 
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The Eternal Lord of Heaven was much more ancient than 

this antagonism of good and evil mhich me^ts men’s, eyes 

\ 

in the world, and which suggested the faith from which' 
was evolved the Zendavesta. The evil principle itself 
was in this sense only created by Him, that He Kad form/jd 
the wills which, in their perverted freedom, gave it birth. 

1 am the Lord, and there is none else.” 

Ill Christian times we find S. Paul insisting upon the 
truism, as it appears to us, that “ every creature of God is 
good, and nothing to be despised,”^ as a reason for reject¬ 
ing certain distinctions of food which were insisted on by 
some ancient ascetics at Ephesus. But here he is really 
combating another form of the doctrine of Two Principles; 
which held matter to be the seat and source of evil, and 
certain kinds of food to be peouliariy representative of the 
grossness of matter. When Augustine, jn a later age, as ^ 
still unconverted young man, giving the freest license both 
^ to sensual passions and to intellectual enterprise, was 
casting about for a theory which would at once countenance 
his excesses, and furnish him with a working philosophical 
explanation of the universe, he found it in Manicheeism. 
Manicheeism was the Dualism which had acquired a 
Christian flavour by coming into contact with Christianity; 
and we may form some idea of the stren^h and fascina- 
tion of the theoiy, by observing how tenacious was its hold 
upon the strong and beautiful mind of the greatest of the 

MTim. iv. 4. 
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Vathers, even when the full light of Catholic truth was 
alrespdy breaking upo» him. 

Isaiah’s words will have already suggested that seriously 
to believe in two eternal principles is fatal to serious belief 
ill the e]?istence of God. God is the one Self-existent 
Being; the Maker of all things, visible and invisible. To 
assert that another—whether essence, person, or even 
matter—existed eternally side by side with God, is to deny 
God’s first and necessary prerogative, as the Alone Eternal, 
and Seil-existent. If God is to be screened in human 
‘'thought from the blasphemy which would credit Him 
with the origination of evil, it must be by some doctrine 
which, unlike Dualism, does not virtually annihilate Him 
in order to do so. • 

But the doctrine of Two Principles does not succeed even 
iin its main objeej;, namely, the protection and affirmation 
of the unimpaired idea of evil itself. Evil is, in its quaintly 
' perverted estimate, rather a growth of nature than the free 
product of a created will: evil has a positive substance of 
its own. Evil must therefore be conquered by a physical 
rather than a spiritual or moral treatment. This would 
seem to have been tho*idea of these mistaken ascetics 
at Colossse,^ whom S. Paul*observed and reproved. And the 
error leads to consequences beyond itself. If evil is 
physical, there is no more reason for distress at a habit 
of lying, than at tuberculation of the lungs. If sin is 

physical, remedies mayor may not succeed; and amoral 

» CoLii. 22 , 28. 
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struggle is on the whole less reasonable than a torpid 
resignation. * • * 

I 

At any rate, it may be said, we of this generation are 
not Dualists: and what good is to be done by disinterriijg 
and gibbeting the corpses of ancient errors ? fiut let fts 
recollect that when error is buried as a formal theory, it 
often leaves behind it a miasma wliich infects the world 
of thought for many a succeeding generation.^ We practi¬ 
cally affirm a second evil principle in the univers^ when 
we acquiesce in the notion that evil in ourselves or in 
others, in individuals or in societies, is invincible. We do' 
not talk of a second principle; we assume one. We 
assume not merely a powerful but an unconquerable devil, 
when we despair of expelling, by God’s grace, that which 
is evil in ourselves or in others. We bow, as we say, to 
the inevitable; we recognize such and s^-icli tendencies of 
the times. They are perhaps at issue with what we know 
to be right. But there they are; the current Idows all one 
way and with increasing strength, and we say that it is 
useless to attempt to make head against it. Instead of over¬ 
coming evil with good, like the Apostle, we philosophically 
resign ourselves to being overcome with eviL But our 
notion of the invincibility of sin'and error is at issue with, 
our still professed faith in the one All-Powerful and Holy 

^ Muller, L. von d. Siinde, ii. 5 : “The theological and p,hilo3ophidal 
chaiatiteristies of the present day furnish a poor guarantee that the ten¬ 
dency to take a duahstic view of the world, may not, perhaps at no vory 
distant time, beeoihe again as strong as it was a few decades of years ago, 
and as the Pantheistic/wrore is again, in our own day.'* 
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God. Our faint-heartedness, our despair, our abject fatalism 
in presence* of evil, within and around us, is probably a 
relic of the old Diialistic leaven, which sees in evil tlie 
resistless play, the unconquerable energy of an eternal 
^principle* which refers it to a power that, could it have 
exited, would have made God impossible. 

K’o. There must be no tampering with the idea and 
character of God; with Ilis Unity, witli Ilis Omnipotence, 
with Ilis Sanctity, To deny these is to destroy, in liuman 
^thougiit, the ascertained object of religion. If there is one 
'■* God, All-powerful and moral, and if moral evil is a fact in 
the universe, the existence and nature of moral evil must 
be in some way accounted for by serious Theists, if it can 

be accounted for at all, without impugning the morality 

% • 

and the Omnipotence of God. 


II. 

What, then, is sin in itself? What representation of 
it will neither obliterate the lines of moral truth, nor do 
injustice to the Sanctity«or the Omnipotence of God ? 

S. James, in the passage which is before us, furnishes 
us with materials for answering this question. He says 
that desire when it hath conceived bringeth forth sin. He 
thus places the origin of moral evil in the created will, of 
which desire is the moral ingredient. Desire is, indeed, 
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the raw material of moral life. It is the plastic force 
which may become, under different circumstances, either 
sanctity or sin: and thus S. Augustine has defined 
virtue as “ love or desire ruled by true order.” Desire is 
part of the original outfit of everj human t)eing; % 
sympathetic force by which the various instincts ..and 
faculties of our nature are drawn towards a something 
external to itself. What is that something ? In man’s 
unfallen state of old, and in his state of perfectly re^^tored 
sanctity hereafter, God is the true object of aU human 
desires: man desires God for His own sake, and all created * 
objects only for the sake of God. In the original design 
of God, desire in the moral world corresponds to the law 
of attraction in the physical; and the perfected saint, in 
all the activity of his moral and intellectual life, moves 
around the great Centre of his adoration \’^th an undeviat- , 
ing regularity, such as is that of the planet circling in 
its orbit around its parent sun. But the planet cannot 
modify or weaken the attraction ^which governs it. It 
cannot plunge anarchically through space, seeking a place 
in some other system where it may move around some 
other sun, or itself become the cbntre of other satellites; 
whereas desire, being moral, doest^not bind free agents'to - 
loyal revolutions around their true Centre by any such 
necessity. Man may at his option cease to desire God: he 
may, in the stead of God, desire one of God's creatures for 
its own sake, and with tho vehemence of an absorbing 
* 1 S, Joho il. 17, ivi&if/dctroO K<S<rfiov. Tit. ii. 12; Rom. vii. 7, 8. 
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passion, And since no other creature can really take 
God*» place, »man thus tends to make himself his own 
centre; to view all persons and events relatively to him¬ 
self; to think of God, if at all, as only one of the points 
oy the cifcumference^ of his own petty and fictitious 
universe. When desire is thus perverted by being wedded 
to the things of time and sense, as if they could really 
satisfy the yearnings of the soul, it “ bringeth forth sin.” 
Like an atmosphere charged with infection, desire spent 
upon created things is pregnant with sin: it implies 
that idolatrous surrender of self to creatures, that passionate 
claim upon creatures on behalf of self, which in the end 
severs the bond between God and the soul.^ And hence 
an act, or series of acts,‘whether of thought, or word, or 
deed, to whicii in its freedom the will consents, and which 
(jontradict the mojfil order of the universa 

And this is sin. Sin, to be complete, need not become 
speech or action; a formed desire, deliberately assented to 
by the will, constituteja^ sin. “ He that looketh on a 
woman,” says our Lord, “ to desire her, hath committed 
adultery with her already in his heart.” ^ Indeed, it is 
the internal act, and not fhe material product of the act, 
which is chiefly of moral importance. "What is the precise 
form or turn of the inward act? Here the beautiful and 
suggestive words, which are used to express the.idea 
of sin in the sacred language, but which are untranslate- 

^ This aspect of sin has been well re stated in Jul, MUiler's Lehr. v. d. 

^ Siiude, i, i. c. 8. 

* R. Matt. V. 28. 
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able into our clumsier Western tongue, will belp us. In 

the fifty-first Psalm, for instance, besidep the generic 

expression for evil,^ there are three words which describe 

different aspects of the idea of sin. Of these, one implies 

that God’s will being the aim which man rightly pursTS^Js, 

sin is a missing his true goal in life.^ A second regards 

sin as a twisting or perversion of the will from the right 

way.® A third brands it as rebellious transgression of 

* 

Divine law/ of a covenant with God, of the law which 

e 

man is bound to obey. The hTew Testament expressions 
substantially correspond; and they have this in commoft. 
Sin is an offence against moral truth ; known, and contra¬ 
dicted although know^ii. " Sin,” says S. Augustine, “ is 
something said or done or desired in contradiction fo the 
Eternal Law. ” * 

Why the‘" Eternal”Law^ This qupstion can only Ije 

^ JTli V. 6, broadly opposed to 2\D —xxiv. 60 ; JLevit. xxvii. 10. 

I " 

In a^niore eniphatic moral sense, Prov. viii. 13 ; Pa, vii. 10. ynin means 

originally to be noisy, tempestuous; the transition to the idea of moral 
disorder appears in yyi, which is primarily used of breaking in pieces w'ith 

• T 

a crash, Job xxxiv. 24, Ps. ii. 9; then of eTil generally, and finally, in the 
Hiphil especially, of evil action.—J. Miiller, Lehr. v. d. Siinde, i. i. c. 2. 

* NCrii V. 6 . The primary idea seems to be that of stumbling on the 

T T 

way to a goal—Prov. xix. 2 ; in which is implied the missing of the object 
of search—Prov. viii. 36. Not that is used only or chiefly of sine of 

infirmity, whether of thought or will: it is often applied to the gravest sins, 
and implies that which is characteristic of all sin, namely, that sin is a moral 
action,' in wkich man misses the aim for which he was created by Qod. 

* fiy V, 4, from ruv. to be bent or distorted, implies evil considered os 

clepavtnre from man’s appointed path—Job xiii. 26, Gen, iv. 13. 

6 , primarily implies faithless rebellion against a covenant, 

in Isa. i. 2 , xliii. 27 ; Jerem. Hi. 13 ; Amos iv. 4 ; 1 Kings xii. 19, &c. 
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aiis^vercd when we reflect on the nature of moral truth. 
Moral truth ^ not like the laws and facts of the physical 
Vorld; it is not something which might have been other¬ 
wise than as it is, had God so willed. God was under no 
H^Cbsity fo make either one or a million snns or planets, 
or to^furnish them with a particulur temperature and 
particular inhabitants. Wliy not ? Because there was 
nothing in His necessary nature which constrained Him to 
do so. He created in His freedom: He created as He 
creatediu His freedom': He might have created otherwise; 
He w^as free not to have created at all. But could God 
ever liave sanctioned you or me in saying tliat that which 
"we know to he false is true ? Why not ? Because, in 
sanctioning us, God would be contradicting, not a law 
which He might have made other than as He has made it, 
but a necessary tr^jth of His own eternal nature. A moral 
truth is like a mathematical axiom; we see it intuitively, 
and we do this because it is necessarily true, and as being 
necessarily true, is also a truth of God’s eternal nature. 
Carr any reasonable man, for instance, without destroying 
and uprooting the very constitution of the mind which 
God has given him, cofleeive that under any possible 
circumstances it could evemhave been true that things which 
are ec[ual to the same are not equal to one another ? If 
not^ then, here we have an Eternal Truth. And if this 

^ r 

be an Eternal Truth, it is, as such, a real part of God’s 
Eternal Nature; since if this be denied, we must admit that 
there are eternal truths independent of God, and existing 
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eternally apart from Him. Would not this in efifeot be a 
denial of His solitary self-existence ?t Either p-od doe® not 
exist, or aU that is eternal is God. But if pure mathe¬ 
matical truth, as being eternally true, be thus Divine, moral 
truth is not l^ss so. If we cannot believe that'' a lie w^s 
ever right, this is because veracity is an eternal law of 
the Divine nature; and tliis applies to the whole moral 
law, which is, in reality, the Divine nature formulated 
into rules which suit tlie conditions of oreaturely existence. 
Thus, given the parental relationship, it never could have 
been right to dishonour a father or a mother: given human 
life, murder could never have been other than criminal: 
given the responsibility of transmitting the gift of life, and 
adultery, wliich trifles with that responsibility, could never 
have been condoned: given the idea of personal rights, of 
property, and stealing is necessarily gondemned. And 
thus it is that sin does not contradict a rule which God 
has made of one kind, but which He might have made of 

r 

another; it contradicts a rule which, in its principle, is 
necessary and eternal; a rule which does not depend even 
upon the will of God Himself, since it embodies and 
expresses His Divine and unchaifging Nature; a rule which 
accordingly it is impossible to contradict, without running 
counter to, and, so far as we can, setting at naught and 
destrd)ring the very being and nature of God Himself. 
“Against Thee only have I sinned,” is the voice of the 
sinner's deepest knowledge of himself. And it was this 
which led ancient divines to say, that if, 
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moral evil could be jmshed to a point of sufficient exaggera¬ 
tion, dt woul^ annihilate God, By this saying, they ex¬ 
pressed the vital and fundamental antagonism which 
exists between sin and the Divine nature. 

^•Kow, sifbli an account of moral evil cannot be said to 
attenuate its malignity; but is it equally careful of the 
character of God? If evil be thus antagonistic to God, 
how can God, at once Almighty and All-holy, have 
allowed it to e*xist ? As All-holy, He must abhor it ; 
as Almighty, He surely might have proscribed what 
He abhors ? 

The answer is, that, notwithstanding the inherent quality 
of evil, the possibility of its existence is, so far as we can 
see, a needful condition true moral freedom. God might 
have createcf a universe ruled from first to last by physical 
^law, and so incapable of deviation from the true rule of its 
action. In such an universe, moral evil would have found 

r 

no place, only because there would have been no creatures 
properly capable of moral good. Our experience tells us 
that God has not chosen to stint down His creative activity 
to these proportions: that we are free agents, is not more 
a matter of faith, than of experience. We know that God has 
created beings whose higli privilege it is to be. kble freely 
to choose Him as their king, as the accepted Master of their 
whole inward life; but if this privilege is to be real, it also 
caiTies with it the implied power of rejecting Him. The 
alternative risk is the inevitable condition of the consum¬ 
mate honour: it is actually a substantial part of the 
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honour. A moral being must at least have a capacity lor 
disobedience if he is to be able freely to obey,^ « 

If, then, God has permitted evil, it is not because He has* 
ceased to be Himself, but because Ilis generosity has been 
abused. The source and root of moral evil is tc^bo fouuj^ 

not in the Good God, but in the abused freedom of the 

* * 

creature, whether it be man or angel. It were hard indeed 
to blasiiheme God for His generosity; to complain that 
He has made us men and not brutes or'stones, because, 
forsooth, as a race, as well as in our individual^ lives, 
we have turned His bounty against Himself, and made« 
the greatness of Ilis gift the measure of our degra¬ 
dation. 

It will be ui^ed that God mugt have “ foreseeh ” ‘ the 
abuse that would follow upon His gift of fre6dom. Cer¬ 
tainly, But those who believe in His wisdom and His 

<• I 

love at all, must surely believe that He foresaw much else. 
They will believe with S. Paul that if, in the event, sin 
has abounded, grace has much more abounded.^ They 
will believe with S. Augustine that " God knew it to be 
more agreeable to His almighty goodness even to bring 
good out ofvevil, than not to permit evil to exist.”* He 
might be trusted to strike the balaijce of advantages between 

^ Kom. V. 18, 19, 2D, o& Si iirXeSt'affev ij &/uiprrla^ iivepfirtplfffftiwcp ^ 

* Be Cor, et Gr. c. 10.. Qui creavit omnia bona ralde et mala ex 
bonis exoritora' esse prsescivit; scivit luagis ad omnipotentissimam suam 
bonitatem pertinere etiam de znalis beuefacere qnam mala esse noa 
sinere. 
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a universe ruled only by physical law and a universe so 
open to the possible invasion of evil as to be darkened 
by its actual presence and apparent victory, but withal 
illuminated by the remedy, which, in the long run, was 
to J)e muclfc more than equal to grappling with the disease. 
Sm might be tolerated, if the Eternal Son was to redeem 
the world. We know at any rate how the world’s Euler 
has decided, and it is scarcely reasonable to complain that 
He has not adnritted us to share all tlie reasons which 
go'^ ern^ His decision. 


III. 

Here, then, I repeat the statement with which I began, 
that if a religion is to be real life-controlling power, it 
‘ must practically recognize the fact of sin. For, since sin 
provokes God’s necessary displeasure on the one hand, and 
destroys man’s power and even his wish to seek God on 
the other, its direct effect is to break up that bond between 
God and man in which rel^ion essentially consists. Eeli- 
gion, therefore, must deal with sin, not as if it were maldng a 
supererogatory exertion, but as a condition of its own exist¬ 
ence. It must remove this fatal obstacle to its proper activity, 
if it is to exist at all. Not less necessary is this practical 
recognition of sin by religion, if religion is to be of any 
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real benefit to Society. Go out into the streets of this 
great capital, or read the daily journals which register the 
thought and incidents of our national life, Ind what are^ 
the two spectres which meet you most constantly ? Are 
they not suffering and crime? And what is suffering,“at 
least in the main, but the effect and shadow of sin; if not 
of the sufferer’s own sin,, yet at least of some physical or 
social legacy from a parent’s error? What is crime in its 
most venial form, but sin, prompted by suffering and 
oiganized and solidified, until in its brutal exubeiance it 
tlireatens e^^en the existence of society ? lias religion 
nothing to say to the moral mischief which is the parent 
of these dark phantoms ? Is she dreaming ? Is she power¬ 
less? Is she abandoning her high hope and miesion of 
saving humanity from its worst enemica? • 

It is here that true religion parts company altogether 
with certain phases of so-termed religidus thought, which 
are not without an ambition to be considered at least the 
rudiments of some future religion of civilization. Doubt¬ 
less they embody much which recommends them, at any 
rate, to the interest of educated peopla They are philo¬ 
sophical; they are enterprising; tliey are in good taste; they* 
occupy a laige amount of attention in our journals and 
periodicals. Nor are they insensible to the evil of oniher 
considered as a cause of social •disturbance and danger. 
They would sometimes deal more hardly with it than 
would be morally possible for men who had a deeper insight 
into the relative responsibility of criminals. But ignoring fclw? 
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awful yet blessed doctrines of Eedemplion and Grace, they 
hav& no remedy for si^j; no remedy, that is, of any practical 

* value and after all, sin is the great fact with which tliey 
ought to deaL Animated speculation on religious topics, 

* j 

^reful rd|)roduction of the external drapery of scenes in 
earl^sacred history, q[uick capacity for analyzing and deline¬ 
ating sentiment, is very welcome in its place. It has indis¬ 
putably a literary value; but it does not help us to confront 
the stern realities* of this human world. The religion which 
has no fixed doctrines, or scarcely any; no code of absolute 
truth, to be taught and suffered for at all costs; no word of 

heart-searching warning, and yet of teuderest consolation 

* « 

for sinners,—is not really a religion at all. It is at best 
a very one-si tied philasojiliy. Its endeavours to deal with 

^ Tll^ profomJd lemaiks of Julius Muller on the attempt oh>GTVdl)le lu 
many luodcrii fichemes of edneatiou to exptl one sm by the cultivation of 
Another, are well wortl>tian!3Ciibmg here. Speaking of the internal dis¬ 
agreement of evil uith itself, heobjjervcs that “ the two fundamental sinful 
lendeucies, piide, and the empire of fleshly desiie.s, are precisely those which 
stand in the most striking contrast and mutual hostility to each other. 
'Whoever gets’ between these two currents is uncej«iiigly driven by them 
hither and thither; when he gets clear of the one, he is seized by the other. 
In a condition of higher cultivation, this alternate service of opposing sins h 
determined by the play of man’s own secret will. Man learns the miserable 
ti'idjHof turning, now to the one side, and now to the other, to piide at one 
turn, at another to sensuality. %e viituous aspirations to which man lises 
hia sensual degradations, only serve to excite and foitifya self-satis- 
fa^On’P^iuh had been humbledt; he abandons the pleasures of lust in 
order to refresh himself with the efforts of his pride. Rightly recognizing 
the fact of this intcruol conflict of evil with itself, Modem Education, by 
alienating itself from that Ohristian principle upon which alone true self- 
jiove and noble self-reliance may rest, often adopts the plan of conquering 
the sins of self-degradation and dissipation in youth by the passionate 
ttimulua of pride and ambition ; and thns, alas I it has achieved nothing 
beypnd casting out the devR by Beelzebub the prince of the devVla." 
bebr. von d. Shnde, ii. 5. 
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the great heart-sores of humanity remind us of some great 
physician who, at the bedside of a patient, writhing in pro- 
tracted agony, should airily discuss his own last excursion 
in the Alps, or the last debate in Parliament, or at best the 
most recent resolution arrived at by the MetiopcSritan Bopd 
of Health. 

The religion of Jesus Christ, as taught by His Apostles, 
does not thus trifle with the seriousness of sin. It begins by 
deepening the sense of sin, the perception of its real area 
and power in human life. It adds poignancy to the fueling of 
shame and guilt which follows upon dehberate sinful action 
in a healthy conscience. By the Mosaic law there was a 
knowledge of sin.^ By the teaching and example of Jesus 
Clirist there is a much truer and deeper knowledge *01 it ^ 
That faultless and unapproached Life which we study in the 
pages of the Gospels, brought home to the heait as well as 
to the understanding by the secret teaching of the Eternal 
Spirit, endows the Christian with an ideal of sanctity alto¬ 
gether his own.® Around the Sermon on the Mount, or the 
last discourse in the supper-room, there is an unearthly 
atmosphere of purity and holiness, which lights up in the 
soul, with microscopic distinctness, the consciousness of 
secret evil, more perfectly than fiould any code of precepts. 
One only appearing among us in human form has been 
able to ilsk the tremendous q^uestion, “Which of you con- 
vinceth Me of sinT* And as we gaze on Him, holy. 


^ Bom. hi. 20, 

*S. Johavm 12. 


® S. Matt.y, 21 *48* 
* S. John vui. 40. 
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harmless, undefiled, separate from sinners, in His purityj 

His pourage. His humility, His tenderness. His majestic 

• * 

•moral strength, His fearless loyalty to truth. His vast 
charity, we see that which reveals us to ourselves. At the 

fejt of the Lamb without blemish and immaculate, we 

• 

feel, with Job, that the report of God’s sanctity has been 
at length exchanged for sight we exclaim with the 
Apostle, “Depart from me, for I am a sinful man, 0 

Lord.” 2 

Nor^oes Jesus Christ stop here. He reveals, as does no 
pther, not merely the fact and malignity of sin, but its 
consequences. The sternest things that have ever been 
said, as regards sin’s prospects in another world, first 
passed the tenderest lips that ever proclaimed God’s love to 
man.® Our .Lord‘would not leave the revelation of the 
peijal future to His Apostles: He took the unpopularity of 
Inaking such a revelation upon Himself. No unbelieving 
criticism can really touch the plain meaning of the tremen¬ 
dous words in which the All-Merciful One has depicted 
the case of a moral being, stiffened by final impenitence 
into a permanent self-torturiiig rebellion against Eternal 
Justice and Eternal Lom But for that awful measure 
of sin, the saying conce;ming Judas had been a para¬ 
dox ; " It were good for that man if he had never been 
born/’* 

Yet if Jesus Christ had only taught us the penalties of 

* Job xlii, 6. • S. Luke v. 8. 

® S. Mark ix. 48-48 ; ,S. Matt. xxv. 46 ; S. Johnir. 29. 

^ 3. Matt. xxvi. 24; S. Mark xiv. 21, 
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sin, He would but have enhanced the terrors of the ancient 
law. AVTiereas, in reality, He has ipade it possible for us 
to look at moral evil as it is. We Christians can .dare to 
examine it, for He has brought us botli a pardon and an 
antidote. His cross and passion are a revelatfon as well 
as a cure. Wlien dying, lie shews us what sin is. At 
least to those who take Him at His word, and see Him 
One Higher than the sons of men, the Cross will surely 
have this meaning. Why could not the Holy One, mani¬ 
fested to His reasonable creatures in a form of sense, have 
ended a life of beneficence and gloiy by such a visible 
ascent to heaven as was that of the Tishbite ? Why those 
years of privation and Gcirow, those sufferings and insults, 
that shame and scorn ? Why the. prostration in the garden, 
and the Wounds and the Blood, and the agofiy lengthened 
out by ingenious cruelty, and the ostentatious exultation 
and triumph of the hosts of evil, and the darkness and gloom 
of the closing scene ? Would not this mean failure, if it 
had not been proved by the event to mean a victory, 
wherein the Divine Sufferer was triumphing, as His Apostle 
notes, over the associated powers of darkness That 
unfathomed pain is the true meS,sure of sin for Christians. 
In that keen sensitiveness, in that strength of a self-sacri¬ 
ficing Will, in that exhaustive anticipation of and ihteD 
lectual familiarity with the coming Agony, followed by so 
entire an acceptance of it, we Christians discern the real 
character of the adversary which the Perfect Moral Being 

»Col. il. 15. / ' . , 
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conquered by His voluntary death. From that fountain.of 
jiardbn and strength ivhich He opened upon Calvary, alH 
* the resources which His Church can wield in her struggle 
with His great enemy, and in her continuation of His ■work 

roconc?b’ation and peace, are consistently derived. No 
virtpe exists in the world which is not His; no cleansing 
which His Blood has not made good. Standing beneath 
the Cross, we can never deem moral evil less or other than 
the greatest, if it be not rather the only evil. Kneeling 
before the Crucified, be our sense of guilt what it may, we 
“can never despair; since the complete revelation of the 
malignity of sin is also and simultaneously a revelation of 
the Love that knows no bounds." 

It is these concrete 4 ruths, and no abstract considera- 
lions, whicli really keep alive in the Christian heart an 
^ abhorrence and djead of moral evil. With that evil, even 
when all has been pardoned, every Christian life is, from 
first to last, in varying degrees, a struggle. There are great 
conflicts, and there are periods of comparative repose; 
there are days of failure as well as days of victory; there 
are quickenings of buoyant thankful liope, and there are 
hours of a discouragement which is only not despair. But 
two things a genuine Christian never does. He never makes 
light of any known sin,® and he never admits it to be 
invincible.* • While he constantly endeavours, by the 
sanctification of Ins desires, by entwining his affections more 

1 Act8 i%', 12. ^ * 2 Cot. v. 14; Rom. v. 16. 

* 1 S. John iii. 9; v. 18. * 1 Cot. x. 12. 
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and more around the Source of goodness^ to destroy sin in 
the bud, or rather in its root and principle, he is never off 
his guard; never surprised at new proofs of his natural 
weakness; never disposed to underrate either his dangers 
or his strength. He knows that now, as eighteen ccntuii^i 
ago, he wrestles not against flesh and blood,^ but against 
principalities and powers that bear him no good will: he 
knows, that as at the first so now, “if any man sin, we have 
an Advocate with the Father, Jesus Christ the rig]^teous, 
and He is the propitiation for our sins.”^ And thus, in his 
inmost life, he is at once anxious and hopeful; confident** 
yet without presumption; alive to all that is at stake day 
by day, hour by hour; yet stayed upon the thought, nay, 
upon the felt presence of a Love V/hich has not really left 
him to himself. And at last, when it seems best to that 
Eternal Love, the day of struggle draws to its close,® and. 
the towers of the Everlasting City come into view; the 
city within ‘whoso precincts intellectual error cannot 
penetrate, and moral failure is unknown. “Thanks be 
to God Who giveth us the victory through our Lord 
Jesus Christ.”^ 


-ft. 

Your alms are asked to-day on behalf of the additional 
oleigy needed by this great parish with its twenty thousand 

»Erh. Vi. 12. MS. Jolmii. l: 

• 2 Tim. iv, C. * 1 Cor. xv. 67J ' ‘ 
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IV.] 

poor.' You will foel that this is an opportunity of testing 

• 

the earnestness of yoijr desire to struggle against our com¬ 
mon enemy, whether in the world or in your own hearts, 

by freely placing your means at His disposal, "Who is its 

• 

pnly reaWonqueror. 

• ^ St. James's, Piccadilly, Additional Curates' Puud. 


LECTURE V. 

SutiliBB in Htnt. 


PRATEE, THE CHAEACTEEISTIC ACTION OF 

EELIGION. 

S. Matt. vii. 7. 

AsJ: and it shall be ffiven you. 

"OELIGION is the bond between the soul and God; which 
sin, by virtue of its very nature; brccika up and 
destroys. It is of importance to inquire whether man can 
strengthen and intensify that \vhich he 'can, it seems, so 
easily ruin if he will. Does his power lie only in the 
direction of destruction ? Has"he no means of invigorating 
and repairing a tie, in itself so precious, yet in some 
respects so frail ? The answer lies in our Lord’s promise. 
Prayer is the act by which man, conscious at once of his 
weakness and of his immortality, puts himself into real 
and effective communication with the Almighty, the Eternal,, 
the Sejf-Existent God. I say, effective communication. 
For prayer, as our Lord teaches in the text and elspwhere, 
is not without results. God answers prayer in many ways. 
His answers to .the soul’s petition for health and af$epgth 
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aJlfeollectively described as grace; grace being the invisible 


• _ 

influence whereby He (jn His part strengthens and quickens 
Ihe tie which binds the petitioner to Himself. " Ask and it 


shall be given you.” Prayer then braces the bond of religion 
fijpiD the *ide of man; and grace, God's highest answer to 


prayer, braces it in a different and far more powerful 
sense on the part of God. 


It is not too much to say that the practice of prayer is 


co-extensive witli the idea of religion. Wlierever man has 
believed a higher power to exist, he has not merely dis¬ 


cussed the possibility of entering into converse with such 
a power; he has assumed, as a matter of course, that he can 


do so. Upon desert plains and wild promontories, not less 
than In dlrowded thorougli^res and gorgeous temples, priest¬ 
hoods, and kings, and multitudes have taken prayer for 
granted, as being the most practical as well as the most 
interesting and solemn concern of life. The surface of the 
earth, of parts of our own island, is stiU covered with the 
relics of some among these ancient worships. And if the 
implied conceptions of deity were degraded, and the rites 
cruel, or inhuman, or impure, and the minds of the 
worshippers not seldom ilnbruted by the very acts which 
should have raised them Jieavenward; still the idea of 


worship as the natural correlative of belief in the super¬ 
human was always there. To know that a higher Being. 
existed, and interested Himself, in whatever way, in the 
destinies of man, was to feel that it was at once a right 
and a du£y to approach Him. 
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And as wo pass the historical lines within which, as 

• 

Christians believe, mankind has enjoyed acknowledge of ■ 
God’s successive revelations of His true self and His tru§ 
wiU, we find that prayer is the prominent feature, the 
characteristic exercise of man’s highest life.* Sacrifife 
begins at the very gates of Eden.^ The life of^early 
Patriarchs is described as a " walking with God,” a con¬ 
tinuous reference of thought and aspiration to the Eather 
above. Who yet was so near them.® AnJ after the Mosaic 
Law was given, when the idea and range of sin had been 
deepened and extended in the mind of Israel, we fiird 
prayer organized in a system of sacrifices, suited to various 
wants and moods of the human soul, consciously dealing 
with its God as the King, both of the sacred nation and of 
the individual conscience. Penitence, thanksgiving, inter¬ 
cession, adoration, each found an appropriate expression,® 

^ • 

Later still, in the Psalter, prayer—^the purest, the loftiest, 
the most passionate—took shape in imperishable forms. 
And when at length a new revelation was made in Jesus 
Christ, there was little to add to what was already believed 
as to the power and obligation of prayer, beyond revealing 
the secret of its acceptance. Our Lord’s precepts^ and 
example® are sufficiently emphatic; and His Apostles 
appear to represent prayer not so much as a practice of 

* den. iv. 4. • Gen. v. 2i; vi. S. * Levit i -vU 

*■ S. Matt, vi 9 ; S. Luke xl 2 ; 3, Matt. xxvi. 41; 3. Mark xi. 24; 

8 . Luke xviii. ], &c. 

*3. Matt. kir. 2S; S. Mark vi. 46; 3. Luke vi. 12; it. 23; S. John 
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the Christian life, as its very breath and instinctive move¬ 
ment! The jOhristian must be "continuing instant in 
Sprayer j” he must "pray without ceasing.”^ 


I 

• 

Each faculty, or endowment, or form of activity that 
belongs to man has, over and above a number of more 
indirect effects, its appropriate and characteristic action, in 
which its whole strength is embarked, and in which it finds 
its full pla^ and impetusj* To this law religion is no excep¬ 
tion. Whild its influence upon human Hfe is strong and 
various in proportion to its high aim and object; while it 
is^felt, when it wields real empire, in every department of 
human activity and interest, as an invigorating, purifying, 
chastening, restraining, guiding influence, it too has a work 
peculiarly its own. In this work it is wont, it we may 
so speak, to embark its collective forces, and to become 
peculiarly conscious of ils direction and intensity. Tliis 
work is prayer. Prayer is emphatically religion in action. 
It is the soul of man engaging in that particular form of 
activity which presupposes the existence of a great bond 
between itself and God. ^ Prayer is, therefore, nothing else 
or less than the noblest kind of human exertion. It 

* Eom. xii. 12 ; 1 Theto. v, 17. 
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is the one department of action in which man realizes the 

a 

highest privilege and capacity of his Joeing. And, in doing 
this, he is himself enriched and ennobled almost indefi¬ 
nitely; now, as of old, ^Yhen he comes down from the 
mountain, his face bears tokens of an irradiatioh wiiicb is 
not of this world. 

That this estimate of the value of prayer is not universal 
among educated people in our day, is only too notorious. 
If many a man were to put into words with perfect honesty 
and explicitness what he thinks, he would say that prayer 
is an excellent thing for a clergyman, or for a recluse, m 
for a sentimentalist, or for women and children generally; 
that it has its uses as a form of desultory occupation, an 
outlet for feeling, a means of discipline. Tor himself, he 
cannot really think that much prayer would help him much. 
It implies a life of feeling—^perhaps, lie would say, of morbid 
feeling; and ho prides himself upon being guided only 
by reflection. It is sustained, he thinks, by imagination, 
rather than by reason; and he deems imagination puerile 
and feminine. His religion, whatever it is, has nothing to 
do with imagination, and is hard reason feom first to lost; 
and accordingly prayer seems to''him to be altogether less 
worthy of the energies of a thiaking man than hard work, 
whether it be work of the hands or of the brains, whether 
it be'lS’tndy or business. The dignity of real labour is pro¬ 
verbial, but where, he asks, is the dignity of so sentimental 
an occupation as prayer? “ For his own part, he 
(I am quoting words which have actually been used) " that 
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religion is not worship, but only another name for doiii^ 
good to our fellow-creatures.” 

• Now, without saying one word to disparage the intimate 
connection between religion and philanthropy, let us ex- 
apSne the idea of prayer, which is taken for granted in such 
language as the foregoing. Is it true that prayer is, as is 
assumed, little else than the half passive play of sentiment 
which flows languidly on through the minutes or hours of 
easy reverie ? Let those who have really prayed give the 
answer* They sometimes,with the patriarch Jacob,describe 
prayer as a wrestling together with an Unseen Power, which 
may last, not uufrequently in an earnest life, late into the 
night hours, or even to the break of day.^ Sometimes, with 
S. Paul,* they refer to common intercession as a concerted 
struggle.^ They hhve, when praying, their eyes fixed upon 
the Great Intercessor in Gethsemane, upon the drops of 
hlood which fall to*the ground in that Agony of Resignation 
and Sacrifice.® Importunity is of the essence of successful 
prayer. Our Lord’s references to the subject especially 
imply this. The Friend who is at rest with his family, 
will rise at last to give a loaf to the hungry applicant.'^ 
The Unjust Judge yields* in the end to the resistless eager¬ 
ness of the widow’s cry,® ^Our Lord’s blessiug on the Syro- 
Phoenician woman is the consecration of importunity with 
God.® And importunity means, not dreaminess, but sus¬ 
tained work. It is through prayer especially that “the 

• Gen. xxxii. 24. * Rom. xv. 80. * S. Luke xxii. 44. • S. Luke sfi. 8. 

• S. Luke jcviii. 6. « S. Matt, xv, 27, 28 ; S. Mark vii. 28, 29. 
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kingdom of heaven sufCereth violence, and the violent take 
it by force.” ^ It was a saying of the late Bishop Haijailtoh 
of Salisbury, that “no man was likely to do*much good at 
prayer who did not begin by looking upon it in the light of 
a work, to be prepared for and persevered in ^\eth all Jhe 
earnestness which we bring to bear upon subjects which are, 
in our opinion, at once most interesting and most necessary.” 

This indeed^ will appear, if, looking to an act of real 
prayer, we take it to pieces. Of what does it consist ? It 
consists always of three separate forms of activity-which, 
in the case of different persons, co-exist in very varying 
degrees of intensity, but which are found, in some degree, 
in all who pray, whenever they pray. 

To pray, is first of all to put the understanding infinotion, 

* 

and to direct it upon the Highest Object to Which it can 
possibly address itself, the Infinite God. In our private 
prayers, as in our public liturgies, we ge*herally preface the’ 
petition itself by naming one or more of His attributes. 
Almighty and Everlasting God! If the understanding is 
really at work at all, how overwhelming are the ideas, the 
truths, which pass thus before it; a boundless Power, an 
Existence which knows neither beginning nor end. Then 
the substance of the petition, the^motives which are alleged 
for urging it, the issues which depend upon its being granted 
or beipg refused, present themselves to the eye of the 
understanding. Amd when prayer is not addressed to our 
Lord Jesus Christ Himself, the fact tlmt it is addressed to 
#- ' S. Matt. xi. 12. ' ■ ' 
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the Father through Him, and in reliance on His merits aij.d 
mediation,1 opens upon Christian thought the inmost mys¬ 
teries before flie Eternal Throne. And thus any common 
act of real prayer keeps, not the imagination, but the un- 
delstanding, occupied earnestly, absorbingly, under the 
guidance of faith, from first to last.® 

Hext, to pray is to put the affections in motion: it is to 
open the heart. The object of prayer is the Uncreated Love, 
the Eternal Beauty; He of Whose beauty all that moves love 
and adTniration here is at best a pale reflection. To be in 
His .presence in prayer, is to be conscious of an expansion 
of the heart, and of the pleasure which accompanies it, 
which^we feel, in another sense, when speaking with an 
intimat® an(^ loved friend or relative. And this movement 
of the affections i^ sustained throughout the act of prayer. 
It is invigorated by the spiritual sight of God, but it is also 
Ihe original impulse which leads us to draw near to Him.® 
In true prayer, as in teaching, “out of the abundance of the 
heart the mouth speaketh.”* 

Once more, to pray, is to put the will in motion, just 
.as decidedly as we do when we sit down to read hard, or 
when we walk up a steep hill against time.® That sove¬ 
reign power in the soul, ’Vjfhich we name the will, does not 

* This sentence has been altered to obviate a misapprehension of the 
yrriter’s meaning. 

* Eph. vi. 18; S. John iv, 22-20 j Rom x. 14; Heb. xi. 8, 

. > S. Matt. XV. 8; 1 S. John iii. 21, 22. 

* S. Matt. xU. 34; S. Luke vi. 46. ' 

' * S; johnix» 31; S. Matt. vll. 21; S. James iv. 7, 8. These passages all 
imply-that prayer in which the will is not engaged is worthless. 
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merely, in prayer, impel us to make the fiyst necessary 
mental effort, but it also enters most penetratingly and 

i 

vitally into the very action of the prayer itself. It is the 
will which presses the petition; it is the will which 
struggles with the reluctance of sloth or with rthe seq^et 
opposition of sinful passion; it is the will wliich perseveres; 
it is the will wliich exclaims; “I will not let Thee go, 
except Thou bless ine.”^ The amount of will which we 
severally carry into the act of prayer is the ratio of its sin¬ 
cerity ; and where prayer is at once real and prolonged, the 
demands which it makes upon our power of concentrating 
determination into a specific and continuous act are very 
considerable indeed. 

Now, these three ingredients of prayer arc aloo ingre¬ 
dients in all real work, whether of the brains ot* of the hands. 
The sustained effort of the intelligence and of the will must 
be seconded in work no less than in prayer by a movement 
of the affections, if work is to be really successful. A man 
must love his work to do it well. The difference between 
prayer and ordinary work is that in prayer the three 
ingredients are more equally balanced. Study may in time 
become intellectual habit, whi&h scarcely demands any 
effort of will: handiwork may iu time become so mechani¬ 
cal as to require little or no guidance from thought: each 
may e^^ist in a considerable, ^though not in the highest 
degree of excellence, without any co-operation of the affec¬ 
tions. Not so prayer. It is always the joint act of the will 

* fk 

- ^ Gon xxxii. 26, 
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and the understanding, impelled by the affections; and when 
eithen will or intelligence is wanting, prayer at once ceases 
to be itself, by degenerating into a barren intellectual exer¬ 
cise, or into a mechanical and unspiritual routine. 

^ The dignity of prayer as being real work becomes clear 
to us if we consider tlie faculties which it employs. This 
will Toe made clearer still if we consider the effect of all 
sincere prayer upon the habitual atmosphere of the soul. 
Prayer places th^ soul face to face with facts of the first 
order of solemnity and importance; witli its real self, and 
vdth its God. And just as art, or study, or labour in any 
department is elevating, when it takes us out of and beyond 
the iDetty range of daily and perhaps material intere.sts, 
while yet it ouickens interest in them by kindling higher 
enthusiasms into life; so in a peculiar and transcendent 
sense it is with prayer. Prayer is man’s inmost movement 
towards a Higher I’ower; but wrhat is the intellectual view 
or apprehension of himself that originally impels him to 
move? Under what aspect does man appear to himself in 
prayer ? In a former lecture we have encountered the 
mystery which lies enclosed within each one of us,—the 
mystery which is yet a fact,—of an undying pemonaUty. 
It is that which each hum^n speaker describes as “ I." It 
is that of which each of us is conscious as no one else can 
be conscious. Its existence is not proved, to us by a 
demonstration, since w’’e apprehend it as immediately 
obvious. Its certainty can be shaken by no sophistical or 

destructive argument, since our conviction of its reality i.s 

N 




178 Prayer an escape from self to God. [Lect. 

based upon a continuous act of primary perceptioiL No 
sooner do we withdraw ourselves from the importunities 6f 
sense, from the wanderings ot imagination, from the misj 
leading phrases wliich confuse the mental sight, than we 
find ourselves face to face with this fact, represented by ""I.” 
For it is neither the body which the real self may ignore, nor 
a passionate impulse which the real self may conquer, nor 
even that understanding which, close as it is to the real self, 
is yet distinct from it. The body may be in its decrepitude; 
the flames of passion may have died away; the understand¬ 
ing may be almost in its dotage; yet the inward, self-pos¬ 
sessed, self-governing being may remain untouched, realizing 
itself in struggling against the instincts of bodily weakness, 
and in crushing out the embers which survive tlie fires of 
extinct passions. Now it is this self, consciojis of its great¬ 
ness, conscious of its weakness, vdiich is the real agent in 
prayer. In its opijressive sense of solitude, even in the 
midst of multitudes, this self longs to go forth, and to com¬ 
mune with the Father of spirits Wlio gave it life. This 
real self it is which apprehends God with the understand¬ 
ing, which embraces Him with the affections, which re¬ 
solves through the will to obey Him; and thus does it 
underlie and unite the complex elements of prayer, so that 
in true heartfelt prayer we become so conscious of its 
vitality, and power. It is in prayer especially that we cease 
to live, as it were, in a single faculty, or on the surface of 

our being: it is in prayer that we cease to regard ourselves 

/ 

as animal forms, or as social powers, or as family characters 
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and look hard, for the time being, at ourselves,' as being 
what» we really are; that is to say, as immortal spirits, 

p * 

•outwardly draped in social forms and proprieties, and linked 
to a body of flesh and blood, but in our felt spiritual soli- 
^lide looking steadily upwards at the face of God, and 
straining our eyes onwards towards the great eternity which 
lies before us. ^ 

Prayer is then so noble, because it is the work of man 
as man; of mail realizing his being and destiny Tvith a 
vLvidn^^ss which is necessary to him in no other occupation. 
But what shall we say of it, when we reflect further that 
in prayer man holds converse with God: that the Being of 
Beings, with all His majestic attributes, filling and tran- 
scen*din^ the created universe, traversing human history, 
traversing each ihan’s own individual history, is before 
him: that although man is dust and ashes, he is, by prayer, 
''already welcomed*in the very courts of heaven ? It is not 
necessary to dwell on this topic. Whatever be the daily 
occupations of any in this Church, be he a worker with the 
hands or a worker with the brain, be he gentle or simple, 
be he unlettered or educated, be he high in the state or 
among the millions at its base, is it not certain that the 
nobleness of his liighest fgrms of labour must fall infinitely 
below that of any single human spirit entering consciously 
into converse with the Infinite and Eternal God? 


* S. Luke xviii. ]3, IJ. 
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But granted, men say, tlio dignity of prayer—granted 
even its dignity as labour: what if tliis labouf be m{s- 
applicd? There are many functions in many states, 
very dignified and not a little onerous, yet in a social' and 
liuinaii sense not very productive. Is prayer, in its sphere, 
of this/ description ? Has it no tangible results ? Does it 
end with itself? Can the labourer in this field pijint to 
anything definite that is achieved by his exertions ? , 

The question is sufficiently serious at all times, but 
especially in our own positive and practical day. And 
it is ncccssaiy to make two observations,, that we may see 
more clearly what issue is precisely before us. ^ 

In the first place, there is here no question as to the 
subjective effect of prayer; the effect wiiich it confessedly* 
has upon the ndnd and character of the person who prays. 
Such effects have been admitted on the part of those who 
unhappily do not pray themselves; just as the Jews, at the 
time of the Betrayal, were so alive to tokens in the disciples 
of companionship with Jesus. * That all the effects of 
Christian prayer upon the soul, or most of them, are 
natural, a Christian cannot admit: he believes them to be 
chiefly, due to the transforming power of the grace of God, 
given, as at other times, so especially in answer to^rayer. 
But that some, effects of prayer upon the soul sire natural 
consequences of directing the mind and the affections 
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towards a superhuman object, whether real or ideal, may 
be ftiUy granted. T^us it has been observed that per- 
•sons without natural ability have, through the earnest^ 
ness of their devotional habits, acquired in time powers of 
^mstainecf thought, and an accuracy and delicacy of intel¬ 
lectual touch, which would not else have belonged to 
them. The intellect being the instniment by wdiich the 
soul handles religious truth, a real interest in religious 
truth wdll of itself often furnish an educational discipline; 
it alone educates an intellect which would otherwise be 
•uneducated. 1 The moral effects of devotion are natoally 
more striking and abundant. Habitual prayer constantly 
confers decision on the wavering, and energy on the 
listiess* and calmness cm the excitable, and disinterested- 
ness on tlfe selfish. It braces the moral nature by 
transporting it into a clear, invigorating unearthly 
atmosphere: it builds up the moral life, insensibly but 
surely remedying its deficiencies, and strengthening its 
weak points, till there emerges a comparatively symmetrical 
and consistent whole, the excellence of which all must 
admit, though its secret is known only to those wdio know 
it by experience.® Akfn to the moral are the social effects 
of prayer. Prayer makes men as members of society 
different in their whole bearing from those who do not 
pray. It gilds social intercourse and conduct with a 
tenderness, an unobtrusiveness, a sincerity, a frankness, an 
evenness of temper, a cheerfulness, a collectedness, a con- 

* Fs. xxvii. 4, 5, 6. 


^ Fs. cxix. 100. 
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atant consideration for others, united to a simple loyalty 

• 

to truth and duty, which leavens an^l strengthens society. 
Nay, it is not too much to say that prayer has even physical' 
results. The countenance of a Fra Angelico reflects his 
spirit no less than does his art: the bright eye,* the pur? 
elevated expression, speak for themselves. It was said 
of one who has died within the present generation,^ that 
in his later years his face was like that of an illuminated 
clock; the colour and gilding had long laded away from 
the hands and figures, hut the ravages of time were more 
than compensated for by the light which shone from 
within. This was what might have been expected in an 
aged man of great piety; to have lived in spirit on Mount 
Tabor during the years of a long life is to have* caught 

•I 

in its closing hours some rays of the glory of the 
Transfiguration. 

Secondly, prayer is not only—^perhaps in some of the 
holiest souls it is not even chiefly—a petition for some¬ 
thing that we want and do not possess. In the larger 
sense of the word, as the spiritual language of the soul, 
prayer is intercoui’se with God, often seeking no end 
beyond the pleasure of such intetcourae. It is praise; it 
is congratulation; it is adoration of the Infinite Majesty; 
it is a colloquy in which the soul engages with the All¬ 
wise and the All-holy; it is a basking in the sunshine, 
varied by ejaculations of thankfulness to the Sun of 
Righteousness for His light and His warmth. In tliis 

^ Bev. J. Keble. 
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larger sense, the earlier part of the Te Deum is prayer as 
mueh as the latter part; the earliest and latest clauses of 
'^the Gloria in Excelsis as truly as the central ones; the 
Sanctus or the Jubilate no less than the latany; the 
jiagniftcJPt as certainly as the fifty-first Psalm. ’ When we 
seek the company of our friends, we do not seek it simply 
with the view of getting something from them: it is a 
pleasure to he with them, to he talking to them at all, 
or about anytliiifg; to he in possession of their sympathies 
and to he shewing our delight at it; to be assuring 
4 hem of their place in our hearts and thoughts. So it is 
with the soul, when dealing with the Priend of friends— 
with God. Prayer is not, as it has been scornfully 
described, “ only a machine warranted by theologians to 
make God do what Ilis clients want: ” it is a great deal 
more than petition, which is only one department of it: 
* it is nothing less* than the whole spiritual action of the 
soul turned towards God as its true and adequate object. 
And if used in this comprehensive sense, it is clear that, 
as to much prayer, in the sense of spiritual intercourse 
with God, the question whether it is answered can never 
arise, for the simple reason that no answer is asked for. 

But whether prayer mpns only, as in popular language 
it does generally mean, petition for a specific object, or 
the whole cycle of possible communion between the soul 
and God, the question whether it is heard is a very 
.practical one. We do not address inanimate objects, 
however beautiful they may be, except in the way of 
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poetical apostroplie. We do not enter into spiritual, 
colloquy with the mountains, or the rivers, or the skiesy 
with a view to discharging a duty to them, or really 
improving ourselves.^ If there is really no being above 
who does hear us, what can be the use of codtinnin^ fi 
practice that is based upon an altogether false presump¬ 
tion ? The subjective benefits of prayer depend upon our 
belief in its real power. But even if they did not, who would 
go through a confessedly fictitious exercise at regular inter- 
vals with a view to securing them ? Wlio would continue 
to pray regularly, if he were once well persuaded that thti 
effect of prayer is after all only like the effect of thcr higher 
philosophy or poetry j an education and a stimulus to the 
soul of man, but not an influence ];hat can reaUy touch the 
mind or will of that Being to Whom' it is addressed?* 

Nobody denies the moral and mental stimulus which is to 

$ 

be gained from the study of the great poets. But do we 
read Horner, or Shakespeare, or Goethe each morning and 
evening, and perhaps at the middle of the day ? Or if 
such were the practice of any of us, should we have any 
approach to a feeling of being guilty of a criminal 
omission, if now and then we omitted to read them ? No: 
if prayer is to be persevered in, tt must be on the strength 
of a conviction that it is actually heard by a Living 
Persoi:^ We cannot practise any intricate trickery upon 
ourselves with a view to our moral edification. Wo cannot 

' 'I'he apostrophes of the Psalms and the Benedicite aru really acts of 
piai-je to God, of which TIis creatures furnish the occasion. 
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pray, if we believe in our hearts that in prayer we are only 

i 

holding communion with an ideal world of our own 
•creation; that we are like children, with overheated 
imaginations, vainly endeavouring to pass the barriers 
ykich really confine us to our dark earthly prison-house; 
while, in our failure, we half consciously, half uncon- 
sciously, cheat ourselves with the consolation of talking 
to shapes of power or benevolence traced by our fatliers 
or by ourselves fipon its inexorable walls. We cannot fall 
into tlie ranks of the Christian Church, lifting up the holy 
hands of sacrifice and intercession on all the mountains of 
the world, if in our hearts we see in her only a new 
company of Baal-worshippers gathering upon the slopes of 
some ntodern Carmel, imd vainly endeavouring to rouse 
her idol into an impossible animation; while the Elijahs 
of materialistic science stand by to mock her fruitless 
'efforts with the playful scorn of that tranquil irony to 
which their higher knowledge presumably entitles theuL 
The question whether God hears prayer, is at bottom 
the question whether He is really alive; whether in any 
true sense of the term He exists at all. 'Ho word is used 
more equivocally than the word " God ” in the present day. 
If by " God ” we mean (^ly a product of the thought or 
consciousness of man, to which it cannot be oertainly pre¬ 
sumed that any being actually corresponds; the highest 
.thought of man—^yet only man’s highest thought; tlien there 
is of course no one who can hear us. It has been said that 
if a man tallcs out loud to himself, apostrophizing what are in 
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truth only his own conceptions, it is difficult not to credit 

, ■ 

him with a certain tinge of madness: and it would he just 
as practical to address our prayer to the carved and gilded? 

idols of Babylon, whose manufacture roused the sternest 

• 

satire of the Evangelical Prophet, as to the unreftl abstract- 
tions, which, labelled with the Most Holy Name, are^sent 
us from the intellectual workshops, ancient and modern, of 
Alexandria or of Berlin. And if by “ God ” is meant only 
the unseen force of the universe, or its collective forces; if 
He is the principle of growth in the plant, the life-principle 
in the animal or in man; we need not road Spinoza in order 
to convince ourselves of the fruitlessness of prayer. A 
self-existing force or cause, if such can be conceived, with¬ 
out intelligence, without personality, of course witllout’ any 
moral attributes, may be a thing to wontler at, but it cer¬ 
tainly is not a being to speak to. We may of course 
ejaculate to such a thing if we like; but we might just as* 
well say litanies to the winds or to the ocean. The ques¬ 
tion may be safely left to our utilitarian instincts. Time 
and strength, after all, are limited, and we shall not in the 
long run spend "our money,” at least in this direction, "for 
that which is not bread, or out labour for that which* 
satisfieth uot.”‘ , 

If, on the other hand, God exists, whether we think about 
Him or- not; if He be not merely the mightiest force, the 
first of causes, but something more; if He be a personal 
Being, thinking with no limits to His thought, and willing 

* ^saiah Iv. 2. 
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with no fetters around His liberty \ then surely we may 
reach Him, if we will. ^ What is to prevent it ? Cannot we 
jnen, at our pleasure, embody our thought, our feeling, our 
desires, our purposes in language, and so make them pass 
^lo and he apprehended by the created finite personalities 
around us ? Where is the barrier that shall ancst thought, 
longings, desires, entreaties, not as yet clothed (why need 
they be clothed ?) in speech, as they mount up from the 
soul towards the •all-embracing Intelligence of God? And 
if Goef be not merely an infiniio Intelligence, but a moral 
Being, a mighty Heart, so that justice, and mercy, and 
tenderness are attributes of His character, then to appeal 
to Him in virtue of these attributes is assuredly to appeal 
to Him to some purpose.^ If an Omnipresent Intelligence 
is a sufficient guarantee of His being able to hear us; an 
interest such as Justice and Mercy imply on His part 
towards creatures who depend upon Him for the original 
gift, and for the continued maintenance of life, is a 
guarantee of His willingness to do so. 

It is on this ground that God is said to hear prayer in 
Holy Scripture. That He should do so follo^vs from the 
reality of His nature as God. Elijfih’s irony iniplios that 
He is unlike the Phoenician Baal in being really alive. ^ 
A later Psalmist contrasts Him in like manner with the 
Assyrian' idols, in that “ they have eyes but see not, they 
have ears hut hear not.” They do but fill their temples 
with gorgeous impotence. But Israel’s God is the author 

* ] Kinffs xviii. 27. ® Ps cxv. 5 
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of the very senses whereby we. are conscious of each 
other’s presence and wishes, and can enter into a-com¬ 
panionship of thought and purpose. Is He debarred from 
the use of the gifts which He Himself bestows with so 
bountiful a hand ? “ He that planted the ear shall He not 
hear, or He that formed the eye shall He not see ? ” ^ Is 
it not, on the contrary, reasonable to believe that these 
powers must exist in a much higher and more perfect form 
ill the one Being who gives them than in the myriads 
upon whom they are bestowed, and by whom they &.re only 
held in trust? And if it is improbable that, amid the 
innumerable beings wlio are alive to the sights and 
sounds of His creation, the Creator alone should be blind 
and deaf; is it more probable that He who has implanted 
in our breasts feelings of interest and pity for one another 
should be Himself insensible to our pain and need ? Our 
hearts must anticipate and echo the statement of th6 
I’salmist, that God does hear the desire of the poor; that 
the innocent, the oppressed, the suffering, have especial 
claims upon Him. And, to omit other illustrations, our 
Lord reveals Him as a Father, the common parent of men, 
of whose boundless love all earthly fatherhood is a shadow 
and a delegation. If the earthly parent, being evil, does 
not yet give a stone when his child cries for bread; the 
heavenly Father will not fall short of the teachings of an 
instinct which He has Himself implanted, by failing to 
give the Holy Spirit to them that ask Him.^ 

* Pfl. xciv. 9. * S. Luke xi, 11-13. 
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III. 

K a man 13 a good Theist—we need not say, a good 
CJi\istian-#-lie must believe tliat the Father of Spirits is 
not deaf .to the voice of the human soul; that the thanks¬ 
giving and praise, the intercessions and supplications, the 
penitence land the self-surrender of beings to whom Ho has 
given moral and ilitoUcctual life, is not utterly lost upon tlie 
Giver. fBut will He indeed answer prayer, when prayer takes 
the form of a petition for some specific blessing which must 
be either granted or refused? There is no doubt as to the 
reply which the Bible and the Church have given to this 
question? But what do some modern thinkers say about 
it? Do they*not deny the power of prayer, by surrounding 
the Throne of God with baniers, which, as tliey would 
have it, oblige Him, while " the sorrowful sighings of the 
prisoners” of tliis vale of tears incessantly “ come before 
Him,” to make as though He heard not, and to shorten 
His hand as if it could not save ?” 

The first presumed barrier against the efficacy of prayer 
to which men point is the scientific idea of law, reigning 
throughout the spiritual g,s well as the material universe. 
This idea, as we are constantly reminded, is one of the most 
remarkable conquests of modern thought; and no man, so 
it is said, can enter into it with an intelligent sympathy 

n 

' without abandoning the fond conceit that God Will grant 
a particular favour to one of His creatures upon being asked 
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to do so. It may have been pardonable to pray for rain, 

for health, for freedom from pestilence and famine,* when 

* % 

these things were supposed to depend upon the caprice of 
an omnipotent will. But the scientific idea of law renders 
these prayers absurd. We know that a shower is the 

duct of atmospheric laws, which make a show'er, under 

» 

certain circumstances, inevitable] that the death of an 
individual is the result of physiological laws which abso¬ 
lutely determine it. The idea that a sh6wer or the death 
of a man are contingent upon the good pleasure of a 
Being Who can avert or precipitate them at pleasure is 
unscientific; it belongs to days when the idea of law had 
not yet dawned upon the intellect of civilization, or when, 
at any rate, large margins ot the^ physical world,‘'and the 
whole of the spiritual world, were suppbsed to be beyond 
its frontiers, as being abandoned to the government of a 
capricious omnipotence. Surely, it is added, we have really* 
attained to a nobler idea of the universe, than was this old 
theological conception of the Bible and the Church; the 
superiority is to be measured by those fimdamental instincts 
of fitness within us, which assign to law and order a higher 
place in our minds than can belong to a personal will. 

Does not the very word law,^ by reason of its majestic 
and imposing associations, here involve us in some indis¬ 
tinctness of thought? What do we mean by law? When 

we speak of a law of nature are we thinking of some self- 

< 

sustained invisible force, of which we can give no account 
except that here it is, a matter of experience? Or do we 
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mean by a law of nature only a principle, which, as our * 
•observation shews us, appears to govern particular actions 
^ of the Almighty Agent Who made and Who upholds the 
universe? If the former, let us frankly admit that we 
li^ve no^i merely fettered God’s freedom; wo have, alas! 
ceased to believe in Him. For such self-sustained force is 
either self-originating, in which case there is no Being in 
existence who has made all that constitutes this universe. 
Or otherwise, Imving derived its first impact from the 
oreati^ Will of God, this force has subsequently escaped 
altogether from Ilis control, so that it now fetters Ilis 
liberty; and, in this case, there is no Being in existence 
who is Almighty, in the sense of being really Master of 
this’unwerse. If, however, we mean by law the observed 
regularity witjji which God works in nature as in grace; 
then, in our contact with law, we are dealing, not with 
a brutal, unintclMgent, unconquerable force, but with 
the free will of an intelligent and moral Artist, Who 
works, in Ilis perfect freedom, with sustained and beauti¬ 
ful symmetry. Where is the absurdity of asking Him 
to hold His hand, or to hasten His work ? He to Whom 
we pray may be trusted to grant or to refuse a prayer, 
as may seem best to the highest wisdom and the truest 
love. And if He grant it, He is not without resources; 
even although we should have asked Him to suspend 
what we call a natural law. Can He not tlien pro¬ 
vide for the freedom of His action without violating its 
order ? Can He not supersede a lower rule of working 
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by the intervention of a higher ? If He really works at 
all; if something that is neither moral nor intelligent has’ 
not usurped His throne,—it is certain that “the thing that, 
is done upon earth He doeth it Himself;” and tliat it is 
therefore as consistent with reason as with reverence jio 
treat Him as being a free Agent, Who is not really tied 
and bound by the intellectual abstractions with which finite 
intellects would fain destroy the freedom of His action. 

No; to pray for rain or sunshine, for health or food, is 
just as reasonable as to pray for gifts which the soul only 
can receive—increased love, joy, peace, long-suffering, 
gentleness, goodness, faith. All such prayers presuppose 
the tnith that God is not the slave of Ilis own rules of 

action; that He can innovate upon His w'ork ^without 

\ 

forfeiting His perfection; that law is on]y_^ our way of 
conceiving of His regularized working, and not an external 
force which governs and moulds what we recognize as His 
work. It dissolves into thin air, as we look hard at it, 
this fancied barrier of inexorable law; and as the mist 
clears off, beyond there is the throne of the Moral King 
of the universe, in Whose eyes material symmetry is as 
nothing when compared with the spiritual well-being of 
His moral creatures. 

A second barrier to the efficacy of prayer is sometimes 
discovered in the truth that all which come's to pass is fore 
determined in the predestination of God. How is the effi¬ 
cacy of prayer tO be reconciled, asks the fatalistic predeStU 
narian, with the boundless power and knowledge of God ? 
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Is not everything that happens to ns the decision of an 
Almighty, Wise, Beneficent Will; a Will which, in human 
phrase, has ordained it from all eternity ? Could this Will 
have been, could It be, other than It is? Has time any 
meaning ^pr It ? Is It not in Its Omniscience and Omnipo¬ 
tence eternally w'bat It is ? Where, then, is there any room 
lor the effect of prayer? Can it be conceived that the 
cning understanding and finite w’ill of the creature will be 
allowed to impose its decisions on the infallible Mind and 
resistless determinations of God ? Surely if we are to go 
on praying, after recognizing the Sovereignty of God, vve 
must give up the notion of exerting a real influence upon 
the Divine Will: we must content ourselves with resigna¬ 
tion,* with bringing our minds into conformity with that 
which, as a mf^tei* of fact, is quite beyond the range of our 
ijifluence. 

. This language daes but carry us into one department of 

the old controversy between the defenders of the sovereignty 

of God on the one side, and the advocates of the free will 

of man on the other. .The very idea of God, as it occurs to 

the human mind, and the distinct statements of revelation, 

alike represent the Divin,e Will as exerting sovereign and 

resistless sway. If it were otherwise, God would not be 

■ Almighty, that is. He would not be God. On the other 

hand, our daily experience and the language of Scripture 

both assure us that man is literally a free agent: his freedom 

is the. very ground^of his moral and religious responsibility. 

Are these two truths hopelessly incompatible with each 

0 



194 Prayer is itself predestined^ yet free. [Lect. 

other ? So it may seem at first sight; and if we escape 
tlie danger of denying the one in the supposed interests of' 
the other, if we shrink from sacrificing God’s sovereignty, 
to man’s free will with Armiiiius, and from sacrificing man’s 
freedom to God’s sovereignty with Calvin, we ican onjjf 
express a wise ignorance by saying, that to ns they seem 
like parallel lines which yet must meet at a point in eter¬ 
nity, far beyond our present range of view. We do know, 
however, that being both true, they cannot ■^really contradict 
each other; and that in some manner, which we cannot 
formulate, the Divine Sovereignty must not merely be com¬ 
patible with, but must even imply the perfect freedom of 
created wills. So it is with prayer and the Divine pre¬ 
destination. God orders all that happen to us, and, in virtue 
of Ilis infinite knowledge, by eternal decrees^, ^But He also 
says to us, in the plainest language, that He does answer 
prayer, and that practically His dealings with us are 
governed in matters of the greatest importance as well as 
of the least by the petitions which we address to Him. 
AVliat if prayers and actions, to us at the moment perfectly 
spontaneous, are eternally foreseen and included within the 
aU-embracing Predestination of God, as factors and causes, 
working out that final result which, beyond all dispute, is 
the product of His good pleasure ? Whether I open my 
moiitlj or lift my hand, is, before my doing it, strictly, 
within the jurisdiction and power of my personal will; but 

I 

however I may decide, my decision, so absolutely free to 
mo, will ,havoJ)een already incorporated by the All-seemg, 
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Al]-controlling Being as an integral part, however insignifi- 
cant? of His one all-embracing purpose, leading on to effects 
and causes beyond itself. Prayer too is only a foreseen 
action of man which, together with its results, is embraced., 
jn^the eternal predestination of God. To us this or that 
blessing may be strictly contingent on our praying for it; 
but our prayer is nevertheless so far from necessarily 
introducing cliange into the purpose of the Unchangeable, 
that it has been &U along taken, so to speak, into account by 
Him. * If then, with “ the Father of Lights ” there is in tht i 
sense " no variableness, neither shadow of turning,” it is not 
therefore irrational to pray for specific blessings, as we do 
in the Litany, because God works out His plans not merely 
in us bi 5 t by us; and we^inay dare to say that that which 
is to us a free? selT-determinatiou, may d)e not other than a 
foreseen element of His work'. 

A third barrier supposed to interfere with the efficacy of 
prayer is the false idea of the Divine dignity which is 
borrowed from our notions of human royalties. It is assumed 
that a supreme governor cannot be expected to take account 
of trifling circumstances, or to decide between petty and con¬ 
flicting claims. He legislates for the universe; but it is not 
to be supposed that He wiU also discharge all the minute and 
harassing duties of a local executive. The power of prayer 
implies a special providence, and a special providence, we 
are told, is beneath the dignity of God. We have already 
encountered this line of thought, not in its practical bear¬ 
ings upon prayer, but as it affects our belief as to the Divine 
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Nature. “ JDo you imagine, men ask, when you reflect upon 
the vast universe in which w^e live—upon that immeasur¬ 
able space—upon those innmnerable worlds—upon those 
systems beyond systems of suns which ai*e discovering 
themselves slowly but surely to our telescopes-^that Ik?- 
who made this mighty whole has nothing to do but to listen 
to the little story of your wants and hopes and fears ? lie 
has instituted some good and universal rules of govern¬ 
ment under which you live: if they somcfiines bear hardly 
upon you, your case is only that of others, an'd you 
must take your chance. To expect Him to suspend or to 
revoke His legislation 011 your particular ’account, is to 
sacrifice common sense to outrageous egotism; the egotism 
which can suppose tliat a petty individual life, 'a worm 
crawling on the surface of one of His smallest planets, can 
be an object of this particular consideration and interest to 
the Almighty Creator.” 

Even at the risk of representing human egotism, it must 
be here and again asserted that man’s place in the creation 
is not determined by the considerations which this objection 
supposes. In the eyes of an intellectual and spiritual 
being, material bulk is not the (inly or the highest test of 
greatness. If God is not to he supposed to be mainly 
interested in vast accumulations of senseless matter; if 
theiB^ be in the estimate of a Moral Being other and 
worthier measures of greatness; if tho organic be higher 
than the inorganic; and that which feels than that which 
has no feelihg; if that which thinks he higher than that 
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wliicli only feds; and that wliich freely conforms to moral 
will-higher than that wliich only thinks; if a fly be reaUy 
a nobler thing than a granite mountain, and a little child 
than a rhinoceros or a mammoth,—then we need not acquiesce 

this depreciatory estimate of man’s place in creation, 
or of his claims upon the ear of God. On his bodily side 
man is insignificant enough. As a spirit conscious of his 
own existence, and determining liis action in the freedom 
of his will, he d5es not deceive himself in believing that 
God iTaa crowned him with an especial glory and honojir 
Among the visible creatures.^ But even if man wore not 
thus honoured, it is, as we have seen, no part of the Divine 
dignity to be inattentive even to the lowest creatures of His 
hand. •The Tbrone of heaven is not modelled upon the 
t 3 rpe of an Qiaenfal despotism, and God’s Greatness is not 
compromised by tlie duties of administration any more 
than it is heightened by the enactment of law. The Infinite 
Mind is not less capable of formulating the most universal 
IDrinciples because He enters with perfect sympathy and 
intelligence into each of our separate wants and efforts, the 
wants and efforts of creatures who are really greater, because 
infinitely more like their Creator, than are the largest stars 
and suns. • 

A fourth barrier to the efficacy of prayer is thought to 
be discoverable in an inadequate conception of the interests 
of human beings as a whole. To suppose that God can 

answer individual prayers for specific blessings is incon- 

^ Ps. viii. 5. 
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sistent, we are told, with any serious appreciation of human, 
interests. One man or nation asks fpr that which may he 
an injury to another. The Spaniards prayed for the success ’ 
of their Armada: the English prayed against it. Both could 
not he listened to. The weather cannot consult *’the coh^ 
venience of everybody at once: and therefore the specific 
prayers of well-meaning villagers, if they could he attended 

to, could only he attended to hy a God who, instead of being 

•• 

the Father of aU His creatures, reserved special indulgences 
for His favourites. 

Here it is natural to remark that if God should think’ 

( 

fit to grant a large proportion of the particular requests 
which would he found among the daily prayers of an 
earnest Christian, He would not, ,to say the least, 'thereby 
do any injuiy to others, whether they were ^Christians or 
not. Prayer for the highest well-being of any human 
being may he granted without damaging other human 
beings. If God should condescend in answer to prayer to 
teach one of His servants more humility, purity, or love, 
tliis would not oblige Him to withdraw spiritual graces 
from any others in order to do it. Nor are other persons 
the worse for coming into contact with one whom God 
has made loving, or pure, or humble, in answer to prayer. 
Is it not nearer the truth to say that they are likely to be' 
much better, and therefore that a large number of answers 
to prayer for personal blessings necessarily extend in their 
effects beyond those who are immediately blessed ? 

But obserVb further that every prayer for specific bless- 
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ings in a Christian soul is tacitly, if not expressly, coiicli-* 

tiontd. The three conditions which are always understood 

• • 

are given at the beginning of the Lord’s Prayer—“ Hal¬ 
lowed be Thy name, Thy kingdom come, Thy will be done.” 
if Si offecif these three conditions are "^ly one. If a change 
of ^weather, or a restoration to lieallh or any blessing 

whatever be prayed for, a Christian petitioner deliberately 

\ 

wills that his prayer should be refused, supposing that to 
grant it should* in any way obscure God’s glory in other 
raind*^ or hinder the advance of His kingdom, and so ccyr- 

I 

•travene what must be His will. Every Christian tacitly 
adds to evc]^ prayer, “ Nevertheless not my will but 
Thine be done.” All Christian prayer takes it for granted, 
firs’t, that the material^world exists for the sake of, and is 
entirely subcedihate to, the interests of the moral; and, 
secondly, that God is the best judge of what the true 
interests of the inoral world really are. Therefore, if his 
specific petition is not granted, a Christian will not con¬ 
clude that his real prayer is unanswered. His real prayer 
was from the first that God’s Name might be hallowed 
among men by the advance of His kingdom and the doing 
of His Will, through God’s granting a particular req^uest 
which ho urges. He kn(^ws that his own highest object may 
be best secured by the refusal of the very blessing for 
which he pleads; and he puts his finite knowledge and 
his narrow sympathies into the hands of Infinite Wisdom 
and Infinite Love, with perfect confidence that the final 
decision will be the best answer to his real and deepest 
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' prayer. It is thus that he realizes tlie promise, “ Every one 
that asketh receivetli.” He too receives that which he really 
wants, though his specific petition should he refused. 

A last harrier to faith in the 'efficacy of prayer is really 
to he discovered in iffen’s idea of his own self-siHTiciene^\ 
It can scarcely he doubted that one of the excellences of 
our character as a nation is constantly a source of danger 
to our faith in tho power of prayer. Pelagius, if not a 
Saxon, was a native of Britain; and the old heresy of sub¬ 
stituting human self-sufficiency for dependence on the grace 
and help of God is congenial to the temper which English-* 
men cultivate, with such success, in individual action and 
in political life. After all,” we say, “do we not depend on 
our.own efforts for being what we are, and for doing what 
we do?” Whatever God may see fit to do for,us, our best 
form of prayer is work; it is tiie determination to secure 
what we want by personal efforts to get it. The 
indolent or the imaginative may be left to lengthen out 
their litanies; but practical men will fall back upon 
the wise proverb, that “God helps those w’ho help them¬ 
selves.” 

Here, however, it must be insisted on by the one side, 
and admitted by the other, that njany objects of prayer are 
altogether out of the reach of human effort, and that if they 
are to be secured at all, they must be given freely by Gdd. 
But the fact of our moral freedom, as felt in the capacity 
for work, to which Pelagianism appeals, is not more clear 
than the fact of our dependenca Do what we will, we 
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depend on otliers. We arc linked to them by a thousand 

ties ;*we are, all of us, acted upon most powerfully by the 

circumstances which surround us; the governing moods of 

thought* and feeling within ourselves are often determined 

ll^'thesG •ircumstances. This is tiue of "seK-made men/’ 

as we call them, not less than of others How much did 

not Faraday owe to Sir Humphrey Davy! And this 

dependence upon circumstances is in fact dependence upon 

/ 

things which Go^ controls. Facts are not less facts be¬ 
cause ?hoy seem to be incompatible; because the effbut 
to reconcile them teaches our reason that its limits are 
narrower thanVc wish. It is easier to say that man is 
entirely free, that he depends on nothing; or to say that 
man is ^im^dy the creature of circumstances, that he is 
never really free; 'than to say, what is the real truth, that 
man is, in his entire freedom, absolutely dependent, that 
he is, in his entire* dependence, absolutely free. Yet this 
apparent paradox is the literal truth, which refuses to 
ignore facts in order to make the task of reason easier, 
and to enable it the better to round off its trenchant but 
inconclusive theories about human action. And because 
life is so subtle an interuiixture of dependence and action, 
prayer is the most practical of all forms of work; it is at 
once the activity of man’s freedom, and the expression 
of tus dependence; and the answer which it wins is not 
leas, in one sense, the result of human effort, than in 
another it is the work of God. 

And thus it is in and b/prayer that the two governing 
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elements of religious life, thought and work, alike find their 
strongest impulse and their point of unity. Such is our 
weakness, that we constantly tend to a one-sided use of 
God’s gifts. We are either exclusively speculative imd con¬ 
templative on the one hand, or we are absorbingly practsod 
and men of action on the other. Either exaggeration is 
fatal to the true life of religion, which binds the soul 
to God by faith as well as by love; by love not less than 
by faith; by a life of energetic service nOt less truly than 
by a life of communion with light and truth, tt is in 
prayer that each element is at once quickened in itself, 
and balanced by the, presence of the othbr. The great 
masters and teachers of Christian doctrine have always 
found in prayer their highest source of illumination. Not 
to go beyond the limits of the English- Church, it iS 
recorded of Bishop Andrewes that he spent five hours daily 
on his knees. The greatest practical resolves that have! 
enriched and beautified human life in Christian times 
have been arrived at in prayer; ever since the day when, 
at the most solemn service of the Apostolical Church, the 
Holy Ghost said, " Separate Me Barnabas and Saul for 
the 'work whereunto I have called them.”^ It is prayer 
which prevents religion from degenerating into mere 
religious thought on the one side, or into mere philanthropy 
on^the other. In prayer the man of action will neVer 

become so absorbed in his work as to be indifferent to the 

% 

truth, which is its original motive. In prayer the man of 

^ ^ Afta xili. 2. 
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study and contemplation will never forget that truth is 
given* not so much that it may interest and stimulate our 
understandings, as that it may govern and regenerate our life. 
And thus it is that prayer is of such vital importance to 
tjRr well-being of the soul. Study may he dispensed with 
by those who work with their hands for God; handiwork 
may be dispensed with by those who seek Him in books 
and in thought. But prayer is indispensable; alike for 
w'orkers and stuefents, alike for scholar and peasant, alike 
for the educated and the unlettered. For we all have t© 
seek God’s Face above; we all have souls to be sanctified 
and saved; we*all have sins and passions to beat back and 
to conquer. And these things are achieved pre-eminently 
by - praybr, vhich is prpperly and representatively the 
action of religien. * It is the action whereby w^e men, in aU 
our frailty and defilement, associate ourselves with our 
Divine Advocate on high, and realize the sublime bond 
which in Him, the One Mediator between God and man, 
unites us in our utter unworthiness to the Strong and 
All-holy God. 

That prayer, sooner or later, is answered, to all who have 
prayed earnestly and cOhstantly, is, in different degrees, 
a matter of personal expeiience. David, Elijah, Hezekiah, 
• Daniel, the Apostles of Christ, were not the victims of an 
illifeion, in virtue of which they connected particular events 
which would have ^happened in any case with prayers that 
preceded it They who never pray, or who never pray with 
,tlie humility, confidence, and importunity that wins its way 
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to the Heart of God, cannot speak from experience as to 
tlie effects of prayer \ nor are they in a position t6 give ■ 

r 

credit, with wise and generous simplicity, to those who can. 
But, at least, on such a subject as this, the voice of tffe whole 
company of God’s servants may be held to counterbalafttife 
a few friori surmises on doctrines. It is the very 
heart of humanity itself which from age to age mounts 
up with the Psalmist to the Eternal Throne—“ 0 Thou 
That hearest prayer, unto Thee shall all fltsli conie.”^ And 
Ghristians can penetrate within the veil. They know that 
there is a majestic pleading, which for eighteen centuries 
has never ceased, and which is itseK ofnnipotent—the 
pleading of One who makes their cause His own: they 
rest upon the Divine words, "Whatsoever ye shali ask the 
Father in My Hame, He will give it you.”*-*- 

A time will probably come to most of us, if it has not 
come to some already, when w^e shall wish that the hours 
at our command, during the short day of life, had not been 
disposed of as they have. After all, this world is a poor 
thing to live for, when the next is in view. Whatever be 
their claims, created beings have no business to be sitting 
on that highest tlirone within tiny soul that belongs to the 
Creator. Yet, for all that, too, often they do sit there. 
And time is passing. Of that priceless gift of time, how ^ 
much will one day be seen to have been lost; how minbus 
shall we deem our investment of this our most precious 
stock! How many interests, occupations, engagements, 

’ Ps Ixv. % • S. John xvi. 2S. 
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friendsliipg—I speak not o£ the avo^V^ed ways of " killing 
fime,. as it is termed with piteous accuracy—will be then 
regarded onl;^ as so many precautions for building out 
house «pon the sand: as only so many expedients for 
aj^jiring eur failure to compass the true end of our exis¬ 
tence ! It may not now seem possible that we sliould ever 
thiiilc thus. Life is like the summer’s day; and in the first 
frcsli morning we do not realize the noon-day heat, and at 
noon wc do not think of the shadows lengthening across 
the plSin. and bf the setting sim, and of the advancing 
ihght. Yet, to each and all, the sunset comes at last; and 
those who hafe made most of the day are not unlikely 
to reflect most bitterly how little they have made of it. 
' Upon wljatever else they n^piy look back with thankful- 
• ness or with sorrow, it is certain that they will regret no 
omissions oCduty more keenly than neglect of prayer; they 
will prize n 04 houfs more highly than those which have 
been passed,'whether in private or in public, before that 
Throne of Justice and of Grace upon which they hope to 
gaze throughout eternity. 


LECTURE VI. 

¥alm Sunlias. 

THE MEDIATOB, THE GUARANTEE OE 
RELIGIOUS LIFE. , 

S. Matt, xxiii. 41. 

Jesua asled them saying, What think ye of cJirtal t 

A T lengtli, we reach the limits which tlie season assigns 
to our scanty treatment of a suhjeot that is in itself 
inexhaustible. The relationship or bond between God and 
the soul of man, which we term religion, is obscured and, 
interrupted on man’s side by sin; it is reasserted and 
strengthened by prayer. But no human efforts can of them¬ 
selves avail to establish or to restore it. If God answers 
the prayers of individuals, has He answered the prayer of 
prayers; the great prayer of hiynanity in all the ages ? 
Has He deigned to grant the prayer that He, too, would 
on His side give some sign or pledge of real communion, 
with us; that He would not leave us to ourselves, waUang 
after our own ways, feeling after Him if haply we might 
find Him, but only feeling on, century after century, in the 
twilight of reason; that He would, in prophetic language. 
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rend the heavens and come down, and bid the skies pour 
forth righteousness ? Is religion only a human instinct or 
effort upon ^hich no encouragement, no sanction, no 
correspontling and invigorating acknowledgment has been 
bfjjtowed from on high! Or has God spoken ? Has He 
unveiled Himself? Have the clouds and darkness that 
are round about Him rolled away, so that the righteousness 
and judgment which are the halutation of Ilia S(jat might 
become clearly m^jifest to us ? 

If w^ renlly believe God to be a Moral Being, we shalj 
bg prepared to find that He has not wholly disappointed us. 
The strength of the confidence with which we anticipate a 
revelation will vary exactly with our faith in the morality 
of God. •If He were only an intelligence, or a force, there 
w'ould be no reo^orf or apology for listening to hear whether 
any voice breaks the silence of the spheres. But if He has, 
or rather is, a Heaft; if the moral qualities which are dis¬ 
coverable in ourselves have any transcendent and majestic 
counterpart in Him; then, supposing the question whether 
He has given a revelation to be for us still unanswered, or 
even unexamined, we do well to traverse all the corridors 
of history, to take counsel with the current wisdom and ex¬ 
perience of the living, ap^ to cross-question the recorded 
convictions of the dead, until we see reason to hope that a 
solution is at least at hand; until " the day dawn and the 

day-star arise in our hearts.” 

% 

Already, indeed, and almost at each stage of our progress, 
we have ever and anon halted our steps, and hushed other 
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disputants around us, that we might listen to One Whose 
place among men, at least as a Master and Teacher of 
religion, docs not really enter into controversy. It is He 
Who has set forth in its fulness the parental character of 
God. It is lie who has fully unveiled to the ^e of Jthe 
human soul the secret of its boundless capacities, and of its 
disheartening impotence. It is He Who by Ilis life of 
unassailable purity, and by His death of voluntary sacrifice, 
has lighted up the dark realities of morai evil. It is Ilis 
example, Ilis precepts, it is widespread faith in His assist¬ 
ance and intercession,which have popularized prayer,with¬ 
out degrading its idea. It is through Him that prayer has 
come to be the most serious and welcome occupation of the 
noblest and purest in the human family; the continuous 
expression of a desire to assert and sfeengthen the link 
which binds man to the Source and End of his existence. 
And thus, besides placing before us the 'idea of religion. He 
has, as no other, taught us to know the Being between 
Whom and ourselves religion is a bond; and what it is, call 
we it disease or antagonist,that breaks religion up; and what 
is the spiritual actionin which religion is especially embodied 
and reasserted. Has He done m®r0 for religion than this ? 
Is His relation towards it only an external one, such as 

f 

was that of a Eaphael or a hiichael Angelo towards their.^ 
majestic creations, such as was that of a Newton or a Cuvier 
towards the great subjects of their lifelong study ? Or is 
He, besides being a Master and Teacher of religion, some¬ 
thing more, and altogether distinct ftom this ? Is He the 
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masterpiece of His own art ? Is He the subject of His 
own ^teaching ? Does He enter into the object-matter of 
religion as aiir integral part of it ? Is He not merely the 
^eatesij^of religious teachers, but also the first and greatest 
o^^eligious lessons which God has given to man % Is He, 
in short, God’s answer in history to man's constant aspira¬ 
tion heavenward; the impersonated bond between God and 
man; a Mediator,” as Scripture terms it, Who bridges 
over the chasm which sin had opened between earth and 
heavertt? 

In pausing to consider this question, it is natural to every 

0 

Christian hearh to express the joy of finding ourselves at 
His blessed feet, Whose Name is above every name that is 
pronounqpd, whether in His temples or elsewhere. On the 
last.five Sundays in wliicli you have accompanied me with 
your generous sympathy, it has often happened to us to 
stray for a while into schools of thought where He, our 
Lord, is either unknown, or denied Ilis due. We have 
occasionally been listening to teachers and glancing at 
systems which profess, in whatever sense, to be able to dis¬ 
pense with Him, No men love home as do those whose 
duty has for awhile obliged them to reside abroad; and the 
atmosphere of the New Testament and of the Church is,not 
the less welcome, because it is a change from that of human 
lite^tures and of earthly philosophies. To-day we cease, 
at least in the main, to measure the forms and density of 
the clouds which fed the face of heaven from sad but 

eager multitudes. We pass into the light and warmth 

P 
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of the Sun of Eigliteousness, to occupy ourselves from 
first to last with His glory and His beauty; we advance 
to recognize, as I trust, in Him the living bond ol unity 
between the great empire of souls on the one hand^and the 
King Eternal, Immortal, Invisible on the other. 

° . V c:a- 

Jesus Ohrist is a Kame around which a vast accumula¬ 
tion of histories, ideas, beliefs, have gathered. Christianity 
has many aspects; literary, philosophical, moral, historical, 
political, theological, spiritual, practical. , Wliat is the reli¬ 
gious aspect of Christianity and of Christ? Wliat is the 
aspect which exhibits our Lord’s relation to religion, consi- 

i 

dercd as the bond between God and the huijian soul? 


L 

** WTiat think ye of Christ?” Is He a subject of the 
highest historical interest ? Ho educated man, at least, 
whatever be his faith or his life, can deny the reality or the 
greatness of Christ's place in hujnan history. Nothing is 
more certain in the annals of mankind than this, that Jesus 
Christ lived in Palestine, and was put to death eighteen 
centuries and a half ago. This fact belongs to ge^wT 
human knowledge, just as much as does the life df Julius 
Ceesar, or ol Alexander the Great, ov- of Socrates, or of 
Mahomet. ^Nobody, indeed, does deny the gener^ fact 



VL] of yesiis Christy undeniable, 2U 

I 

Strangs, for instance, though he endeavours to distinguisJi 
between the residuary historical element in the Gospels, 
and the incrustation of legend, which, in his opinion, has 
somehow become associated with it, yet fully admits that 
lliffe is liistory in the Gospels; he admits that Jesus Christ 
lived and died in the age of Tiberius. And if even this be 
admitted, the life and deatli of Jesus Christ must possess 
for any intelligent man the highest possible degree of 
interest. He mu^ feel that, in point of social and historical 
impor^^nce, it stands alone. No doubt, at the time, tlie 
"CJffisar Tiberius was everywhere on the lips and in the 
minds of men^ while the retired religious Teacher, as He 
seemed to be, in Palestine, was by His teaching. His acts, 
and 'the •opposition whic^ they aroused, only furnishing a 
little conversfition'and excitement to the peasantry and to' 
the officials of a remote province. But if the importance 
of a life is tp be measured by its results in history and to 
civilization, even although we shoiilJ put all religious and 
even ynoral considerations aside, who would think most of 
the Emperor? What is the lasting and living influence 
which Tiberius now exerts upon the world, except it be to 
furnish a thesis now and then to clever essay writers, who 
wish indirectly to attiick off to defend modem imperialism? 
fjBut who can deny that at this moment, explain it how we 
will} Jesus Christ, His life. His work. His Person, lives in 
the hearts of multitudes as tlie object of most cherished and 
devoted homage; that He governs the ideas, the aspirations, 
the social and political action of millions of mankind; that 
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the most active and enterprising section of the l|^an 
family, still, in various senses, places itself under the shadow 
of His Name and patronage; and that if lie has many 
opponents, there is no serious probability of Hfe being 
spiritually or intellectually dethroned? All this is amaW^gr 
of simple observation. The truth of it is most obvious to 
those who know most about human affairs and human "his¬ 
tory. And it at once invests the earthly Life of Christ, and 
all that illustrates and belongs to it, 'with the highest 
practical and speculative interest; with the iiiteresS* which 
belongs to the great problems of past history, and with the 
interest which belongs to those great living forces that 
make themselves felt day by day around us, and contribute 
Ijoweffully towards determining the current of events. 

Not to be interested in the life of Jesus <Cbrist, then, is 
to be, I do not say irreligious, but unintelligent. It is to 
be insensible to the nature and claims o’f the most powerful 
force that has ever moulded the thought and swayed the 
destinies of civilized man. But to feel this interest, it is 
almost unnecessary to add, a man need not even profess to 
be a Christian. He may indeed be^ earnestly opposed to 
Christianity: and his opposition^can scarcely in any case 
be formidable, unless he has given his mind to the careful 
study of that which he opposes. To such men as Celsust* 
or Lucian, or Porphyry, or the apostate Emperor Julian, 
or the philosopher of Ferney, Christianity was a matter 
of the deepest intellectual interest. Men do not write 
like Celsus, or act like Julian, or epigrammatize with the 
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bittesness of Voltaiie, about a doctiine in which they feel 
little concerned. Nay, in order to have such an interest, a 
^man need nofbe an active opponent of Christianity. Looking 
upon if with the eye, and only with the eye, of a philoso* 
{Jier i jealously excluding from his estimate every trace of 
passion, whether it be the passion of hatred or the passion 
of affection; he may yet understand that it is too great, 
too powerful, in a word, too original a phenomenon, to be 
ignored, or rather not to be investigated with patient per¬ 
severance. Such might seem to have been the case wdth 
iiiat most accomplished of modem critics, the late M. Saint- 
Beuve. His ^listory of Port-Eoyal betrays an intimate 
acquaintance with the most delicate and beautiful forms of 
Chnstijfti faith and Chri^ian love. None knew better than 
he the clain\s- •f JTesus Christ—of His life in itself, and of 
His place in history—upon the attention of all earnest 
students of nature*and of man. No pages are more marked 
than his by a sustained and rigid justice which is incapable 
of condescending to a phrase that is dictated by any but 
that whidi the writer intends and believes to be a severely 
critical judgment. This lofty impartiality could not but 
make him write at tixfles like a devoted Christian in 
virtue of his moral and lilerary sympathies; and many men 
#*have read him witliout suspecting his real place in the 
w<ftld of thought. Yet, at his last hours, we are told^ he 
purposely declined the ordinary consolations of a Christian 
deathbed: his interest in Christianity did not imply a bond 
to any living person with Whom, in the most solemn and 
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critical moments of existence, there are histories io be 
reviewed, and accounts to be settled. “ 

That a literary and historical interest in Christianity; 

and Christ has its value, who would deny ? It fnay, in 

• 

union with faith and love, achieve services of n <9 cominftii 
order for the kingdom of the truth. It may, under any 

f. 

cii’cumstances, enable Christians to realize the historical 
settings of their faith, more truly and vividly than would 
otherwise be possible. Thus, in a very creditable sense, it 
ntay hew wood and draw water for the sacred camp, and 
we must thank it with all our hearts for its services. But 
it is not of itself a religious interest. It is only an 
intellectual and scholarly taste dealing with a religious 

I 

subject-matter. It is one thing to cleanse th(J glasses 
of a powerful telescope; it is another* to use them as 
they should be used by au observer and student of the 
heavens. 


IL 

But the question must occuii, What was it in Jesus 
Christ which gave Him, in spite of social and political** 
insignificance, so commanding, so unrivalled a positiotf in 
history? The least answer that can 1 ^ given—I am far 
from implying that it is an adequate answer—^is, that His 
character made a profound, an ineffaceable impreSsion 'tlpqn 
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His contemporaries ; an impression so deep and abiding/ 
that* it moved them, peasants and paupers as they were, to 
.achieve the inortil revolution of the civilized world. And 

we are*told that admiration for Christ’s human character 

• 

still the sustaining element in Christianity; that it 
explains its perpetuation as it explains its original victories ; 
that it furnishes, in fact, the true answer to the question, 

“ What think ye of Christ ?” Undoubtedly the appreciation 
of moral oharacler is a higher and more religious thing 
than Luo appreciation of any external historical fact, ho*\'- 
•ever imposing. In order to enter into the political con¬ 
sequences of*a decisive campaign, a man requires only a 
Well-stored and cultivated intellect; in order to do justice 
to a safntly character tjie observer must have that which 
is infinitelji h^h*er in itself, though of less account among 
men—a sensitive moral instinct, a tender and penetrating 
heart. And yet, happily, the higher gift is the more 
common. The questions which may be raised about our 
Lord’s genealogies in the first and third Evangelists can 
only be answered by a few well-trained scholars. But 
every child can feel the pathos' of the relief suddenly 
given to the hungry*multitudes; of the visit to the 
house of mourning at*Bethany; of the successive in- 
* cidents of the stern conflict with the Jews of Jemsalem; 
ot the Last Supper; of the Agony; of the Betrayal; of 
the Cross. A great character, even more than a great pic¬ 
ture, or a great poem, or a magnificent mountain, speaks for 
itself It commends itself to average men, even although 
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they cannot take their sympathies to pieces and say pre¬ 
cisely what is the feature in it thaf attracts them most 
powerfully. There is that in their humanity which responds/ 
however imperfectly, to the form of moral beauty* before 
them, and they surrender themselves to an instinct whi 5 ti 
they do not explain, but which they can implicitly trus^. 
Thus it is that our Lord’s simplicity, His self-sacrifice, 

His love of the humble and of the poor, joined to His 

« 

resistless moral ascendancy, His fearless courage, His 
strength which is so entirely compatible with the utmost 
tenderness, touches us all. Nothing perhaps shews Jesus* 
Christ more clearly to us than the ciicunistances under 
which He delivered the Sermon on the Mount. For heie 
we are convinced that His character was so far from being 

i. 

a product whether of His nation or of His* age, as to be 
in marked opposition to some of their ruling tendencies. In 

I 

the Jew of the ago of Tiberius, the national feeling, in¬ 
tensified by the Boman conquest, had almost killed out 
* the human. The children of the men who under David 
and Solomon had ruled Western Asia, beheld on every 
side the symbols of their political slavery. The Homan 
legionaries were keeping guard near the temple; the Homan 
tax-gatherer was making liis presence felt in every home. 
And so the Jew wrapped himself more and more closely 
and sullenly in devotion to the ideas and institutions Of 
his ancestors, and looked forward to a„time when the 
prophecies would be fulfilled in the rigid political sense 
which he read into them; when the Homan invader would 
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be driven by an indignant people, headed by their King 

Messiah, from the sacred soil. There were adventiirera in 

• * 

that age who really endeavoured to meet this predominat¬ 
ing national temper, and the effort led to some well- 
kilbwn c^astrophes. And doubtless it was such a political 
exjjectation as this which was kindled in the breast of 
multitudes by the announcement throughout Galilee that 
“the Kingdom of Heaven was at hand.” The phrase fired 
their imaginations. They followed the Teacher Who uttered 
it out uf their towns and villages to a distant hill-side, that 
they might listen, as they trusted, to His plan for an 
approaching insurrection or for a decisive campaign. And 
what was His manifesto? He uttered the Beatitudes; 
He coifipared the Pharisaic -with the true morality; He 
proclaimed tiny law and unfolded the prospects of a spiritual 
empire, of the kingdom of the tnitL 

It is not in the* unrivalled exhibition of any one form of 
human excellence, whether purity, or humility, or charity, 
or courage, or veracity, or self-denial, or justice, or con¬ 
sideration for others, that we best appreciate the signifi¬ 
cance of our Lord’s human character. It is in the equal 
balance of all excellent, in the absence of any warping, 
disturbing, exaggerating* influence, that modem writers 
•have been forward to recognize a moral sublimity, which 
they can discover nowhere else in history. The subject 
has been handled^ by a distinguished living layman, who 
certainly cannot be supposed to have approached it with 
any strong ecclesiastical bias. He obseiwes that ‘'there 
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are many peculiarities arising" out of personal and historical 
circumstances, which are incident to the best Inlman 
characters, and which would prevent any one of them fronv 

being universal or final as a type. But the typ^ set up 

• 

in the Gospels as the Christian type seems to havl! escaped 
all these peculiarities, and to stand out in unapproached 
purity, as well as in unapproached perfection of moral 
excellence.” ^ Accordingly he argues that it can be said 
to belong exclusively to neither of the two hemispheres 
irp the actual world of moral excellence—the nobte and 
the amiable, or, in the language of moral taste, the grand 
and the beautiful.” It belongs to both of th^m, “ perfectly 

and undistiiiguishably, the fusion of the two classes of 

« 

equalities being complete, so that tjie mental eye, though it 
be strained to aching, cannot discern whether that on which 
it gazes be, more the object of reverence or of love.” ® This 
type is equally free from sexual peculiarities; it combines 

I 

the strength of manhood with feminine tenderness so com- 
ifietely as to leave no room for a supplementary female 
type that should complete the ideal of Christian humanity.® 
It sets before us an image of pure beneficence, disengaged 
from all peculiar social circumstances which would dis¬ 
qualify a character from being universal and the ideal, yet 
adapted to all. * If that type of character was constmoted*" 
by human inteUcot, we must at least bear in mind tBat 
“ it was constructed at, the confluence of three races, the 

t 

^ On some suppoflod Consequences of the Doctrine of Iliatoiioal Progress: 
A Tjccture. By Goldwin Smith, M.A. 1S61.—P. 15. 

»i6iUp. 10. ' “/Wd. p. 17. 


*' Ihid. 
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Jewell, tlie Greek, and the Eoman, each of which ha(f 

strohg national peculiarities of its own. A single touch, a 

• • 

.single taint of any one of those peculiarities, and the char¬ 
acter '^ould have been national, not universal; transient, 
a©t eteiAaL It might have been the highest character in 
history, but it would have been disqualified for being the 
ideal.” Supposing it to have been “human, whether it 
were the effort of a real man to attain moral excellence, or 
a moral imagination of the writers of the Gospels, the 
chances, surely,” he urges, “were infinite against 4 .U 
•escaping any tincture of the fanaticism, formalism, and 
exclusiveness* of the Jew—of the political pride of the 
Eoman—of the intellectual pride of the Greek. Yet it 
escaped them all.”^ . 

In like maisner, the character before us in the Gospels 
cannot possibly be regarded as a reaction from something 
else: it is not an antinomian protest against Pharisaism; 
it is not a fanatical patriotism protesting against servility 
to the Eoman rule, it is not an exaggerated cosmopolitan¬ 
ism in revolt against the narrow patriotism of the Jew : it 
is the highest self-denial, without having the character of 
a formalized asceticism*; it is, in short, “the essence of 
man's moml nature, clotlied with a personality so vivid and 
'•intense as to excite, through all ages, the most intense 
affection; yet\ divested of all those peculiar characteristics, 
the accidents of place and time, by which human personali¬ 
ties are marked.” “What other notion than this,” asks 

' Ibid. p. 18, 
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the writer, " can philosophy form of Divinity manifest on 
earth ^ 

These eloquent and sincere words of Professor Gold win 
Smith will need no recommendation or comment: And 

f 

yet they surest a question, which is in the pa^h of < 5 Vir 
subject, and which, under any circumstances, cannot be 
overlooked. This ideal Character of the G ospels is, on one 
side, at issue with what we should abstractedly conceive to 
be a perfect human ideal. For He who presents it to us 
ppoclaims Himself, in terms and to an extent which are alto¬ 
gether inconsistent with any true ideal of a purely creaturely 
perfection. In the words of another writer of our day, 
“ The unbounded personal pretensions which Christ 
advances, remain tluoughout a subject of ever-rfecurring 
astonishment. It is common, in human h'istpry, to meet 
with thosa who claim some superiority over their fellows. 
Men assert a pre-eminence over their*fellow-citizens or 
fellow-countrymen, and become rulers of those wlio were 
at first their equals; but they dream of nothing greater 
than of some partial control over the actions of others for 
the short space of a lifetime. Few, indeed, are thcie to 
whom it is given to influence future ages. Yet some men 
have appeared who have been as Jevers to uplift the earth 
and roll it in another course. Homer, by creating litera¬ 
ture; "‘Socrates, by creating science; Ctesar, by'carry&g 
civilization inward from the shores of the Mediterranean; 
Newton, by starting science upon a career of steady pro¬ 
gress,—may be said to have attained this eminence. But 

» lUd. p. 32. 
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thes^ men gave a single impact, like that which is con-* 
ceived to have first set the planets in motion: Christ 
^claims to b% a perpetual attractive power, like the sun, 
which* determines their orbit. They contributed to men 
same diBoovery, and passed away: Christ’s discovery is 
Himself. To humanity, struggling with its passions and 
its* destiny, He says—'Cling to Me: cling ever closer to 
lile/ . . . He represented himself as the Light of the 
world, as the SlPepherd of tlie souls of men, as the Way to 
imm<^ft'^lity,as the Vine or Life-Tree of humanity. . . 

«He commanded men to leave everj^thiiig and attach 
themselves t» Him; . . . He declared Himself King, 
Master, and Judge of men; . . . Ho promised to 
give rest to all the weary and heavy-laden; . . . He 
instructed Hjs followers to hope for life from feeding on 
fiis body and His blood.” ^ 

If this statem^t suggests less than the whole truth, it is 
true as far as it goes. It might be sustained by a hundred 
texts. That which is so striking, so overpowering in the 
Gospels, is perhaps loss the precise language which our 
Lord uses about Himself, than the consistent bearing which 
He assumes towards VHis disciples and mankind. His 
attitude is that of One^Who takes His claims for granted; 
Who has no errors to confess, no demands to explain, or 
. Ub apologize for; no restraining instinct of self-distrust 
to keep Him in the background; no shrinking from high 
command, based upon a sense of the possible superiority 


^ “EcceHomo," pp. 176, 177. 
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^of those ai’ound Him. It is the hearing of One Who claims 
to be the First of all, the Centre of all, with entire simpli¬ 
city indeed, but also with unhesitating decisioh. 

Let us dwell more in detail upon some of the language 
which Jesus Christ really uses about HimseK. He 
greater than the most venerable names in Jewish antiquity; 
greater than the men whose greatness had been felt most 
widely and deeply beyond the boundaries of Israel. He 
is greater than Jonah, whose preaching brought Nineveh 
to ^ penitence greater than Solomon, in whom not 
Israel only, but the whole East, recognized the wisest 
of men.* Not merely is He David’s de^eendant; He 
is David’s Lord.® When Abraham was yet miboru, lie 
was already in existence.* Thus He could refer to 
“ the gloiy which He had with the Fsttlner before the 
world was,”* and to the fall of the rebel-spirit, which he 
had witnessed.® God is, in an entirely flnique sense. His 
Father the Jews feel that He uses the word in a manner 
which implies a tremendous claim.® For, indeed, He 
is conscious of being "from above,”® of having “come 

down from heaven,”^® of having come forth from being 

(» 

» S. Matt. xii. 41. « S. Matt xii. 42. 

• S. Matt. xxii. 41-46 ; Pa. cx. 1. r 

* S. John viii. 66, 57, 68 ; cf. i. 16, 27, 30. 

* S. John xvii. 6 ; cf. verae 24. ® S. Luke x. 18. 

’ S, MaJvt. X. 32; xv. 18; xvi, 17; xviii 19; xxvi 89, 42; S. Ltt^» 
xxiii. 46 ; xxiv. 49 ; S. John v. 30 ; x. 29 ; xiv. 2, 6. 

• S. John V. 17‘18, iraripa fHiov iXeye rdv Oi&u, tgw kavrhv votCiv rtp ©fy. 

® S. John viii. 23, ix rfiv Auu elfd. 

Ibid, vi 38, KtiTa.pi^i}Ka ix tov oi/pavoOi v. 51 d ix tov oifiOPoD 
Kata^ds. 
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with the Father,^ of having come forth out of God.® He. 
•kno'^s, not merely that He lives; hut that He has in Him¬ 
self, that He? is, the i^ife; Life in the deepest sense of the 
*term,7Yperfect, blessed, absolute existence; eternally re¬ 
ceived from the Father, yet shared with Him thus from 
everlasting to everlasting.® Although, then, Ho is visibly 
upon the earth, He is stiU really in Heaven.* He is 
united to the Father not merely by a moral, but by a 
natural union,® jind so intimately, that "to have seen 
Him is to have seen the Father,® to have knowm Him 

is to have known tlie Father.”^ He is in the Father, and 

• 

the Father is^n Him, by a perfect reciprocity.® Of tlie 
leather He only has adequate knowledge: He Himself is 
known^only by the Father.® As a consequence. He has 
aU things in common wfrli the Father.^ ® Men, whom He 
wills to redeem, are already His own.^^ The Kingdom of 
God is His Kingdcjm. ^ ® The Angels are His Angels. ^ ® The 
" Church of the Living God” * * is His Church. > ® Power is 

* Hid. xvi. 28, vapb. rod irarphi, Kal e\-ri\v0a els rhv KitrpLov. 

* Ibid. viii. 42, iK tov GeoD il^\0ov xal Cf. S. John xvii. S; xvi. 

80; Pa. ii. 7; Micah v, 2. 

* S. John V. 26 ; xi. *25 ; liv. 6 ; cf. S. John i. 4; 1 S. John i. 1,2; v. 20. 

* S. John Hi. 13, 6 vids rod ivdpdsvov 6 Cbv iv rtp oi'pavip. 

® S. John X. 28*80, iyu kuI^ tot^/o iv iffpiev. 

* Ibid. xiv. 9. » Ibid. viii. 19. 

' S. John xiv. 10 ; xvii. 21, g2. 

^ 6. M&tt. xi. 27 . Cf. S. John vi. 46, & &v vapb. roC GeoO, oSros itipaxt 
^rbv irvripou Ibid. x. 15. 

V S. John xvi. 15 ; xvii. 10 ; of. S. Matt. xi. 27 ; Hob. i. 3; S. Matt, xzi 
*88; AotB X. 36.; S. John i 11. 

S. John X. 14, 15, 27, 28; xvii. 1042. 

»* 8. Matt. xiu. 41 ,♦ S. John xviii. 86. Cf. S. Luke i. 33; Hev. xi. 16. 
** Si- Matt. xiii. 41; xvi. 27; xxiv. 31. ^ ** 1 Tim. iiL 1-5. 

** 6. Matt. xvi. 18 ; cf. Bom. xvi. 10.' 
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•given Him not merely over the human race,^ but also with¬ 
out any assigned limits in heaven and in earth;* ancl^ the * 
glory with which He will appear at the last day is not 
other than His Father’s.® His working in the inhere of’ 
sense and time corresponds to the ceaseless activity of 
the Father.* He too quickens and will raise the dead.® 
He too forgives sins, as to the Paralytic;® He too vill 
save the worldHe will seek and save the lost;® He 
will give eternal life. * To Him all judgment is committed, 
and all nations shall one day be gathered before His 
Throne.^® Even now all men are to honour Him, even as 
they honour the Father.’ ^ r, 

His words are familiar to our ears; but do we dwell 
upon their real and awful meaning? What should we 
think of a religious teacher now who ceul^d permit him¬ 
self to say that Eternal Life consisted in the knowledge 
of himself as well as in knowledge of the Father tliat ^ 
dislike of himself implied dislike of the Father;’-® that 
belief in himself secm'ed eternal life* that disbelief in 
himself involved present condemnation?’® What, if he 
should tell us that without him we could do nothing;^® 
that united with him, we should bring forth much fruit 

‘ S. J»)hn xvu. 2. * S. Matt xxviii. 18. ® S. Matt xvi. 27. 

* S. John V. 17, 19, 20. ® /tid'verses 21, 28, 29; xi. 26, 40. 

, “ 8. Matt. ix. 2-7 ; S. Luke vH. 8G-60. ^ S. John iii. 17. 

® 8.. Luke xix. 10 ; ix. 66, • S. John xvii. 2 ^ 

1*8. John V. 22, 27 ; S. Matt. xxv. 31-39. Cf. Is. xi. 3. 

11 S John V. 20-23. i* 8. John xvii. 3; xii. 44. 

1 ® S. John XV. 23; 8. Luke x. 16. i* 3. John iii. 16; v. 40 ; vi. 47. 

1*8. John iii. 18 ; viiL 24, * ® S. John xv. 6; xiv. 6. 

1 ’’ 8. John xr. 4. 
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VI.] Himself be tolerable in any other ? 
that, although leaving this world before us, he was going 

3i ' 

•to prepare places for us in the Eternal Home;^ that his 
name would -have resistless power with the Father;2 that 
in his n5,nsh his pupils would cast out devils ;** that he would 
send the Divine Spirit from the Father* Wlio, when He 
came, would glorify the sender What should w’e say of 
the‘promise of a perpetual presence,® of the pretension to 
found an imperishable society ,7 of the delegation of power 
to forgive sins,® of the claim to be so faultless that in him 
the Pr:«ce of evil had no part whatever 

Much else to the same purpose might bo quoted from 
the three earliqr Gospels, as well as from the last. And the 
question arises, how to account for this earnest self-assertion 
on tlie part of Jcsus Christ; how to acquit such language of 
the charges to which it would expose any religious man who 
should use it’at the present day ? How are we to adjust it, 
on the one hand, w^’ih the sobriety and truthfulness of a per¬ 
fect human character; on the other, with a due recognition 
of the rights of God ? 

There are men who decline to entertain this inquiry. 
They are not by any means forgetful of God. He weighs 
upon their conscience, upon their imagination, upon their 
life of daily thought and action, as the greatest and most 

s 

solemn of all facts. They are not insensible to the moral 
beajities of the earthly life of Jesus Christ; on the con¬ 
trary, they profess to be so enamoured of these beauties, or of 

* S. John xiv. 2, 3. • * Iliid. xvi. 23; xvi. 13, 14- 

* S. Mark xvi. 17, 18 ; cf. 20. ^ S. John xvi. 7. 

® S. John xvi. 14. *3. Matt, xxviii. 20. S. Matt. xvi. 8. 

» S. John XX. 21-23; S. Matt. xvi. 19; xviii. 18, • S. John xiv. 30. 

<4 
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Our Lord's self-proclamation [Lectt. 

'Some of them, as to be impatient of all other aspects of our 
Lord’s Work and Teaching, But they do not allow tjiem-' 
selves to reflect steadily upon the question whether their 
loyalty to the supreme rights of God, and their Ipve for 
Jesus Christ, do not alike oblige them to “ consider the ^re¬ 
lation which exists between Christ and God.” Christian 
theology appears to them in the light of a wanton importa¬ 
tion of worthless metaphysics into the heart of a moral 
history of simple and faultless beauty ;c but they do not 
reflect that their moral ideal itself must fall to pieces^unless 
they are prepared in some way to attempt the chief problem 
with which Christian theology deals. , 

Is our Lord’s language imposture ? The suggestion can 
only be mentioned to be condemned by the entire drift <ind 
atmosphere of His Life. Is it the hallucination of an en¬ 
thusiast, so entranced in his idea as to be insensible to the 
world of facts around him ? But even Channing has pointed 
out that the enthusiasm takes a turn which would be incon¬ 
ceivable, for a deranged enthusiasm, under the circum¬ 
stances of Jesus Christ: “ I can conceive,” he says, ** of His 
seating Himself, infancy, on the throne of David, and secretly 
pondering the means of His appointed triumphs; but that 
a Jew should fancy himself the Messiah, and at the same 
time should strip that character of all the attributes that 
fired his youthful imagination and heart; that he shi^d 
start aside from all the feelings and hopes of His age, and 
should acquire a consciousness of being destined to a 
wholly new'career, and one as unbounded as it t?as new— 
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this49 exceedingly improbable.”^ Was it, then, only the* 
natural manner of an oriental mind; the habit of seizing 
^truth intuitively and enunciating' it authoritatively, in 
contratt with our western methods of demonstration 
a»d argmment? But this explanation, even if on other 
accounts it could be admitted, does vot cover the ground 
required. It does not justify the actual substance and 
contents of our Lord’s language about Himseli. It does 
not explain the fact that His language about Himself is 
unlike anything which we find in the Hebrew prophets. 
<^e profjhets, if you will, announce truth in the intuitive 
manner ; but they do not make themselves the subjects and 
centres of the truth wdiich they announce. They draw the 
deepest'distinctions betiyeen themselves and their Master: 
they are siiijiefs,'and He is the All-holy; they are foolish 
and incapable, He is All-powerful and All-wise. The rela¬ 
tion in which Christ claims to stand, both towards the 
Father and towards mankind, is utterly unanticipated by 
anything that can be traced in the prophetic literature of 
Israel; it reveals a Personality distinct in kind from any 
that had previously appeared in Hebrew history. 

And at this point we*cannot but observe that our Lord’s 
language about Himselfiis entirely in harmony with the 
Kiharacter of certain of the miracles ascribed to Him in the 
C<Spels. The miraculous element cannot be weeded out 
of the Gospel narmtives, without altogether impugning the 
historical value of those documents; and to do this mainly 

*■ Channing; Works, iL 66. 
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l)ecause one department or one age of human experience 
does not positively correspond with what we know as'yet 
about another, is not reasonable. Now, the Gospel miracles, 
fall, spealdng roughly, into two classes; they are Sets of 
mercy, or acts of power. In one sense, they are afl acts 

power; but the motive of compassion towards human suffer- 

# 

ing apparently predominates in the one class; while, in the 
other, the reason for working them must be chiefly looked 
for in the need of demonstrating the personal power of the 
Agrmt. Thus, among the miracles of mercy, there are seven¬ 
teen cases on record of His healing bodily disease; there are« 
six cases of the cure of demoniacal possession,*each of which 

is described in detail; there are three cases of restoration to 

• 

life. On the other hand, the miracles at Cana in Galilee, 
and of feeding the four and the five thousand, smuggest, first 
of all, the creative power of the Worker, although it was 
wielded with a philanthropic object. The*eloment of power 
is more distinctly and exclusively apparent in His stilling 
the tempest, and walldng on the sea; in His rendering Him¬ 
self invisible to a hostile multitude; in His awing by a 
glance the traders in the temple, and the multitude that 
came to take Him; in His cursing tile barren fig-tree. Some 
of this class of miracles are, in fac^ objected to by a recent 
writer,^ on the specific ground that they only befit a- 
superhuman personality. We therefore do not strain ^iSe 
import of such miracles in saying that they are, at least, in 

harmony with Christ's language about His claims and His 

>«► 

superhuman Person. 

* Scheniiei: Charactcrbild Jesu. Aback ir.. Kap. 11, p. 123. 
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VI.] Significance of His sinlessness. 

But our Lord’s references to Himself are also in keeping 
witk another phenomenon. He was sinless. Upon the 
positive sidt? of ClniSt’s character we have already dwelt; 
upon tfie balanced perfection, the ideal universality of the 
tjpe. Jt was a life such as Paganism had not conceived; 
it was higher than, and distinct from, the unimpeachable 
justice, the calm superiority to misfortune, tlie proud self- 
respect, which constituted, in various proportions, the 
Pagan ideal. 14 was a life of love and humility, of the 
high^t forma of holiness, expressed by example as well 
^ recommended by pregept. But the most startling moral 
feature in this life is that we can trace nowhere in it 
any—the faintest—consciousness of guilt. The best men 
ordina^ly feel the taint of moral evil most constantly and 
acutely: thei^ language* about tlieir sins and shortcomings 
seems even exaggerated to those who live at a greater 
distance from thii Source of sanctity than they themselves. 
But Jesus challenges Ilis enemies to convince Him of sin, 
if they can. He never hints that He has done or said 
any one thing which needs forgiveness. He teaches His 
disciples to pray, “ Forgive us our trespassesHe never 
prays for pardon Him«elf. Sorrow makes all of us think 
of that in our past lives, which, as conscience whispers, 
has but too well deserved it: Jesus, in His sorrow, thinks 
^y of tlie sins of others. Certainly He is tempted; but 
there is nothing within Him that can respond to the 
temptation: He? is "holy, harmless, undefiled, separate 
. from sinners.” And no attempts to fasten sin upon Him 
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Christ only sinless^ if He [Lect. 

have had a trace of success, except so far as they have 
gone hand in hand with a denial of His personal claims. ' 
Strauss, for example, thinks it not irierely fanaticism, but 
" unjustifiable self-exaltation, for a man to imagine himself ’ 
so separated from other men, as to set himself before the^ 
as their future judge.” ^ Strauss, must admit, is per¬ 
fectly right, if the claim of Christ to judge the world 'is 
not strictly based upon fact. It is strictly impossible to 
maintain our faith in the faultlessness of His character 
if yre deny that a fundamental necessity of His Being 
forced Him to draw attention so persistently, so imperiously, ^ 
to Himself. But, on the other hand, if Hi% words about 
Himself are sober truth, they only afford another illustra¬ 
tion of His compassionate love for those whom H^ came 
to enlighten and to save. ‘ . ^ 

Doubtless it has been a favourite object witli a modern 
school, as men have said, “to bring down Jesus from 
the clouds, and to restoi-e Him, by criticism, to the domain 
of history.” This enterprise assumes that “ the theological 
and metaphysical Christ of the creeds,” is a very different 
person finm “ the living Christ of the Gospels.” But when 
such criticism enters upon its task,*what happens ? If, in- 
stead of declaiming vaguely against dogma, men really 
wish to get to the bottom of this problem, they will find. 
that,.«f two thi ngs, one becomes absolutely necessary. Either 
they must consent to forfeit the moral ideal which they 
admire in the Gospels, and which, to do them justice, they 

* iiebon Jesu fur das Deutscbe Volk, p. 242. 
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are sincerely anxious to preserve; or they must fall back* 
upofi those very statements of the creeds which, by affirm- 
^ing Christ's personal ^Divinity, really and only justify His 
constafit references to Himself, and His unbounded claims 
upon mankind. His precepts about humility are contradicted 
by His example, unless His statements about Himself are 
dictated by that true humility which would rather incur 
the suspicion of pride than conceal the simple fact. His 
enforcement of sincerity ceases to awe us, if, in His language 
about^ Himself, He was indeed guilty of consistent and 
almost boundless exaggeration. His very charity loses its 
lustre, and b^omcs suspected, if we are forced to feel tliat 
He is ever capable of putting Himself unduly forward; its 
highest forms cease to represent in our eyes the Universal 
Love; thejr roinind us rather of the efforts of this or that 
tribune of the people, who conceals a personal ambition 
beneath the actif ities of an ostentatious disinterestedness, 
and whose efforts are at last crowned by a catastrophe 
which they have really deserved. 

If, on the other hand, we bow before the general impression 
produced by Christ’s character, and He be taken at His 
word, He must be believed to be, in the absolute sense. 
Divine. There is no room for an intermediate being, such 
as Arianism imagined, who is neither God nor an angel, in 
aflaerious theistic creed. And our Lord’s words are strictly 
inconsistent with what would be sober and true in any 
creature, however exalted. They are not surpassed \ they 
are. only unfolded by the later teaching of apostles and of 
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•creeds. The Christ of S. Paul’s Epistles is really th©^ 
Christ of the earliest Evangelist; the Clirist of S, J'ohn 
is the Christ of S. Paul; the Christ of the Creeds. 

and the great Councils is the Christ of S. John. He 

• 

Who alone knows the Eather, an^Whoin none^hut tfie 
Father knows/ is the Image of the Father/ is in the Form 
of God/ is the Effulgence of God’s glory and the exact 
Impress of His Being/ is over aII,G od blessed for ever. ® He, 
the only Begotten Son, or God, Wliich is in the bosom of the 
Fa^iher,® is ofone substance with the Father,^ as being "God 
ofihe substance of the Father, begotterrbefore all worlds.”® '* 
The later statements may be more elaborate;*but they are 
implied, in all their completeness, by the earlier. Just as 

r 

an anatomist, from his knowledge of the animal fraihe, can . 
pron 6 unce upon the age and size of a skeleton of which he 
only possesses the fragment of a single bone; so with our 

If 

eye upon S. John, and the Nicene coiifessipn, we can see 
statements in S. Mark which can only be maintained when 
men acknowledge the consubstantiality of the Son with the 
Father. There are deep harmonics in tnith which, from 
first to last, bind it in its integrity rigidly together. 
They cannot be set aside or trifled Vith; for truths which 
we in our narrowness deem obsaire or unimportant, are 
often vitally necessary to the maintenance of others ‘ 
which' we are better capable of appreciating. Oujr 
Blessed Lord’s Divinity, instead of obscuring His true 


» CoL i. 16. • rhil. ii. 6 . i 8. 

® S. John L 18. ’ Nic. Creed. ‘Athc^n. Creed, 


1 S. Matt, xi. 29. 
* Rom. ix. 5, 
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Manliood, is the safeguard and justification of its moral * 
perfdictness: and we do the most beautiful of moral histories 
jj. fatal injustice, if we forget that, in the words of the 
Creed, ^ts subject " is perfect God and perfect Man, of a 
rejfSonalAe soul and hjman flesh subsisting; eq^ual to tlie 
Father as touching His Godhead, and inferior to the Father 
as touching His manhood ; Who, although He be God and 
]\Ian, yet is He not two, but one Christ.”^ 

This is the full and solemn truth; that Jesus Christ 

- # 

is not xaorely the Teacher but the substance of Christianify;. 
Slot merely the anther of the faith wdiich Christians 
profess, but itS central object. For Christiana the popular 
phrase, " the religion of Christ,” does not mean, as 
Ixjssing* suggested, onl^ or chiefly the piety which in 
the days 0^ His'flesh He exhibited towards the Fatlier. 
It means the piety, the submission of thought and heart, 
the sense of obligation, the voluntary enthusiastic service, 
of which He, together and equally with the Father, is 
the rightful and everlasting Object; which, when He was 
on earth. He claimed as His due; and which has been 
rendered to Him now for more than eighteen hundred 
years by the best and noblest of the human race. 


^ ASSianasian Creed. 
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III. 

V 

In Jeaus Christ, then, we have the guarantee or bond of 

A 

religion; He is the means of an ^actual commllnicatibn 

between the soul of man and the Eternal God. “ There is 

• 

one Mediator between God and men, the man Christ 
Jesus.” ^ He is the Mediator in virtue of the very terms 
of His Being: His office of Mediation is based upon the 
t\^ Natures which are united in His Single Person. On 
the one hand, as the Eternal Sonf He is One with the* 
All-Holy and Infinite God; on the other, aS the child of 
Mary, He shares all the finiteness and weakness of our 
manhood; He shares with it everything except ‘its sin. 
Tlius He impersonates and maintains, by* the very fact 
of being what He is, a true vital bond between earth and 
heaven. To us men, He is the last and most complete 
unveiling of the interest which God takes in the well¬ 
being of His moral and reasonable creatures; the Highest 
Organ of the Divine Mind and Will; the only and certain 
channel of those " unsearchable riches ” * which flow down 
from the Fountain of all goodness upon the beings ^whom 
He has made. Before the Majesty of God He is the 
unique and ideal Eepresentative of our race; He represents* 
us, not as being what we are, but as being what we were 
meant to be by the Great Author of our existence. And 
yet, although we are only weak and sinful, we may unite 
ourselves to Him by faith, and love, and contrition for the 


» 1 Tim. ii. 5. 


• Eph. m S. 
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past, jind be “ accepted ia the Beloved.” ^ . His obedience ** 
as Man, reaching its climax in the self-sacrifice of the 
Cross, becomes ours through His free grace and mercy. 
His ii^igorating life, which restores our race to its 
otiginal strength and beauty, is still communicated to us 
by His Spirit and His Sacraments; so that all who will, 
may “ put olf the old man, which is corrupt according to 
the deceitful lusts; and be renewed in the spirit of their 
minds; and put‘on the new man, which efter God is 
create:? in righteousness and true holiness.” * This canitot 
l>e done by fallen manrfor himself, and out of the resources 
of his warped%iid impoverished nature. But “ what the 
law could not do, in that it was w'cak through the flesh, 
God sending His own Son in the likeness of sinful flesh, 
and for sin, condelnned sin in the flesh; that the righteous¬ 
ness of the law might be fulfilled in us, who walk not after 
•the flesh, but aftef the Spirit.” ® Being as He is, Divine 
as weU as Human, Jesus is “ made unto us Wisdom, and 
Eighteousness, and Sanctification, and Redemption.”* Thus 
in union with Him, tliose religious aspirations, which 
are part of our natural outfit, find their true exercise, their 
full satisfaction.\ As thfei Light of the world, He is the 
satisfaction of the iiitelleiit. As " Fairer than the children 
of men,” He is the delight of the heart. As "Holy, harm¬ 
less imdcfiled, separate from sinners,” He challenges the 

submission of the will. Intellect, feeling, moral effort, 

« 

each have their part in Him. He recognizes, He con- 

^ Eph. i. 6. ® Eph. iv. 22-24. * Rom. viii. 3, 4. * 1 Cor. i. 30. 
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secrates them. He leads them upwards, in and th^»;ough 
His own Holy Humanity to the AU-wise and All-heautiful. 
The soul finds that in Him '* is the well of Xafe, and that 
in His Light it will see light.” * 

Hoes it seem inconceivable that the Eternal Sen of God 
should have, indeed, thus come among us men, to teach 
and to save us; to make reconciliation between us and the 
Almighty Eatlier; to bestow on us the priceless gift of a 
new N'ature; and to lead us back, first one and then another, 
tc our true home and peace ? Certainly, it may well move 
our wonder to think of such grace and mercy. The Chris* 
tian creed, when once it becomes precious 'io us, takes us 
altogether out of the daily range of earthly thoughts and 
interests, lifting us into a better, and brighter, -but not 
more mysterious, or less real, world than this. The Incar¬ 
nation and Death of the Everlasting Son seem impossible, 
only because we do not steadily reflect upon the simple* 
|)ut momentous truths which lie at the root of all religion, 
and wdiich all who are not Materialists or Pantheists 
generally admit. Is the Incarnation so improbable, think 
you, if God is indeed a moral Being j if man has an immortal 
soul; if moral evil is inherently deadly in itself and in its 
effects ? Do we not name " God/’ " immortality/* sin,” 
without thinking what we mean; as if these tremendous 
words were the symbols of trivial commonplaces, wltich 
implied nothing beyond themselves ? And is not this 
careless treatment of these solemn truths which we profess 
to own, the reason why many of us do not understand the 
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truthfi^beyond them ? If the awfulness and magnificence of 

• 

God, Che reality of eternity, the power and sting of moral evil, 
were more often subjects of our thought,would our imagina¬ 
tions b#as startled, as they often are, by those doctrines of 
graee wlikh adjust and harmonize what else is so full of 
perplexity; by the Incarnation of the Blessed Son of God; 
by His plenary Atonement on the Cross for the sins of 
men; by His unceasing Intercession for us with the 
Bather; by the sa\ictifying energy of Ilis Holy Spirit; by 
the puuer of His Sacraments, to renew and sustain ottr 
Jife ? Surely the earlier truths are just as full of difficul¬ 
ties for the imagination and the reason as the latter. We 
put them out of sight as being less importunate ; but there 
they are? That the All-foreseeing and Holy God should 
have created^ uS al; all, is at least as startling as that, hav¬ 
ing created, He should have redeemed us. Or rather 
"when we reflect upon His morality, upon His justice, upon 
His love, must we not think that His Redemption of the 
fallen is really less wonderful than His Creation of a race 
capable of such signal failure ? Must we not find in our 
daily experience of life, and of the crimes and sufferings, 
which so largely compose it, more embarrassment and 
distress for reverent reason than can be furnished by 
fjiitical speculations upon the explanatory and consoling 
truth, that “ God so loved the world that He gave His 
only-begotten Son, that whosover believeth on Him should 
not perish, but have everlasting life ? 


* S. John iii. 16. 
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“ Whosoever believeth in Him.” It is not then, y^u say, 

a matter of strict mathematical demonstration. No * it is 

not a .matter of strict mathematicat demonsVation. If it 

% 

were, there would be no more room for faith than«there is 
in the process of learning a proposition of Euclid No^fc^o 
acquiesce in the conclusion of a proposition of Euclid, is 
to be intellectually deficient; but to refuse assent to'the 
Christian creed does not necessarily imply intellectual 
deficiency. Why not ? Because for s'ach assent. moral 
dispositions are necessary as well as intellcctuai capa¬ 
city. The evidence for Christianity^, intellectually viewed^ 
is something short of mathematical; and iittentionally so. 
Christian truth makes a demand upon the will as well as 
upon the intellect; and the will, to avoid the foreseen con- 

i. 

sequences of assent, will often prevent l 5 h« intellect from 
doing its work, honestly and thoroughly, in investigating 
the claims of Christ. This is a reason why so much 
store is set upon faith in St. Paul’s Epistles. Faith is a 
tes"t of the moral drift of our whole being, and not merely 
of the soundness or acuteness of our understandings. If an 
act of faith in Jesus Christ implied no more than an act 
of assent to the conclusion of a ditoonstrated proposition; 
if faith were nothing higher an(| noblet than the forced 
result of a victorious assault upon the human understand-o 
ingr conducted by columns and batteries of mathematical 
evidence; then all that is said about its moral and spiritual 
worth, about its purifying and elevating*' power, would be 
simply unintelligible. The most accomplished mathema- 
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tician is not necessarily moral; and the most fervent he- 

•lieveys, ancient or modem, have not been always Pascals 
and Newtons • 

Our JLord did, indeed, by His miracles, and notably by 
Hi^ resurrection, address Himself to the experience of His 
contemporaries in enf<frcing His claims; and by certain 
portions of His teaching, He appealed no less truly to the 
operations of their natural reason. But, in order to accept 
IJttn as He is, reason and observation must be seconded by 
the hofcrt and the conscience. There must be a true de^re 

to know all that can be known of the Author of the law of 

♦ • 

right and wrojjg within us. There must be a real anxiety 
to escape from the moral anomalies of life; a recognition, 
and sense of human goodness; a strong anticipation that He 
Who is its ScjiiBce cannot have left us in weakness and 
darkness to 'struggle alone. Why this temper is found in 
one man and not in another, is a question whichr carries us 
back into the deepest secrets of our several moral natures; 
into the varying histories of our loyalty or disloyalty to 
God's original gift of natural light. But upon the exist¬ 
ence or non-existence of such moral dispositions depends 
our way of looking at th<3 evidence which Jesus Christ has 
thought good to set before us on behalf of His claims. In 
one case that evidence will appear sufficient ; insufficient 
in#another. It will be held insufficient by the man 
who thinks to become a believing Christian, as he 
would become a "mathematician, without any reference to 
the temper of his heart, or even in spite of its decided 
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, bent against the moral teaching of the Gospel. It will 
be deemed sufficient-^nay, more than sufficient—for those * 
who amid perplexities are “ waiting for the>, consolation 
of Israel.” ^ They understand that religious trutlj, to be 
embraced at all to any purpose, must be embraced, 
not simply by a dry assent of the logical understand¬ 
ing, but by a vital act of the whole inward man; by 
moral sympathies even more earnestly than by an intel¬ 
lectual grasp. Christ, our Lord, in various ways, teacl^s 
us^.as much as this; and Christian apologists can only 
make that portion of the act of faith which belongs to 
the understanding easier to it, by removing obstacles [to 
the reception of truth or by exhibiting its inward har¬ 
monies. They cannot, if they wmuld, do the worjf of the 
Divine Spirit, and control the fevers, the ^prejudices, the 
cowardice, the rashness of the heart. He only Who made 
the heart can soften, or subdue, or change it. He only 
Who made the light to shine out of darkness can so shine 
in the hearts of men, as to " give the light of the know¬ 
ledge of the glory of God in the face of Jesus Christ.’- ^ ' 
And they to whom He has taughtthis greatlesson will know 
and feel, that believing in the Divinity of our Incarnate Lord, 
we stand, as it were, upon the heights of Pisgah; and that 
a new and vast prospect, grateful to eyes that are wearied, 
with the long glare of the desert, is r opening before ws. 
Before us is a land of ^vineyards and oliveyards; a land 
flowing with milk and honey. It is a''region of repose 
» S. L»ke u. 25. * 2 Cof. iv. 6. 
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for f^th and love; it is an atmosphere where coniinunion * 
* with*God is easy and natural. It is the proper home of 
spirituality afid benevolence, of that internal and external 

I 

practic* of religion, day by day, which is so altogether 
Mgjier a^d better a thing than the profoundest study of 
its theory. For the fiivinity of the Soil of God is the 
adequate warrant of all Ilis promises; of the power of His 
death; of the gift of His Spirit; of the efficacy of His 
s^lSmmcnts; of thb converting and hallowing power of His 
writt^'* ',vord; of the Divine character of that societj^of 
^ouls which, by His Spirit, lie has organized into His 
Church since 4 -he Day of Pentecost. How vast in their 
range, how interesting in their idea and scope, how ener¬ 
getically practical in their bearings on all earnest life, 
are these great Christian doctrines which form the hills 
and vales of our Gospel Land of Promise ! We strain our 
, eyes \ wo would ffiin go forward to study their beauties, 
to try, if it might be, to understand and to surmount their 
difficulties, But it cannot be;—at least now. If only we 
sincerely cling by faith and love to our Divine and Human 
Lord, all else will follow. For the present, lilte the 
Magdalen, we can but libld Him by the feet, and entreat 
Him ta teach us that personal devotediiess to Himself, 
jvhich is the secret and soul of genuine religion; since 
without it the lov^t>f God soon dies away into an attenu¬ 
ated mysticism, while the love of man is eventually hol¬ 
lowed out into a* mechanical philanthropy. Thinking of 
Him, praying to Him, working for Him day by day, as 
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< our living, tender, mighty, infallible Friend, we strengthen 
our hold upon the one certain bond between earth'' and’ 
heaven; upon Him thiough Whom, in all our ftwblcness and 

I 

sin, wG have real access in one Spirit unto the Fatli^r.^ 

Personal devotion to Jesus Christ is the exercise' of 
tliought, and of affection, steadily directed upon His ador¬ 
able Person. But it is also the exercise*^of will: it is prl- 
encinently practical. There is much to be abstained from 
for Ilis sake; there is much to be done and to be endured;, 
there is some danger, perhaps, of our doing=^ nothing very 
definite, where the opportunities of action ^ so various 
and so complex. And, therefore, that you may do some¬ 
thing for Jesus Christ now and here, yoai are asked to 
support with your alms tlie St James’ Penitentiary. Its 
object is to carry out our Lord’s work in‘ the world as the 

Healer of souls, whom sin has separated from God, by 

* 

bringing them back to purity and peaCQ through a re¬ 
covered uiffon‘with Himself. It has been said that Peni- 
tentiaries are too costly a method of restoration from sin. 
They who speak thus can have thought little to any pur¬ 
pose about cither the malignity moral evil, or the mean¬ 
ing of the Self-sacrifice of the Son of God. The institui» 
tion which I have named has done doing good, ind, 
as we trust, lasting work among our unhappy sisters, who 
may well be so much less guilty in the eyes of the 

* Eph. ii. 18. 
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Etergal Justice than are many upon whom, in this present 
world, and often to their own endless loss, the breath of 

censure ne^r falls. *Be our case what it may, we surely 

• 

do weil to support an undertaking which honours our 
T-qpd, its disinterested work of unwearied compassion; 
and which, wliile labouring for the social recovery of our 
pobr countrywomen, aims much more directly at promoting 
the eternal well-being of their souls,—as capable as our^ 
(f^n of enjoying* through the Bivine jMedi.^tor, the pre¬ 
sent future blessings of religion. « 




IlSTDEX 


,A#* 0 Ij 1 JTENESs, char.iclei islic of atnie 
religion, 33-^6 

^^isthetiasni, its olijection to dogma, 

27 ^ I u * V-il .ding with Mn, I(i0-1 (52 
Ansolm, St., his argument to prove the 
, existence of God, 51 ^ 

Aristotle, on belief in God, VtZ 
Atheism, duiiiig the French Revolu¬ 
tion, 49 ; not professed by any raie, 

50 ; its turn source, 71 
Atonement, the, 164 
Augustine^ St., ■ n the (-reation, 65 ; 
outho witnes.s of nature to GoJ, 67 ; 
on the origin of yie»so\d, lOO ; at¬ 
tacks suicide, 12?; his early M.ani- 
checisiii, 148; on the j)erjnis.siou of 
evil, 158 

Bacon, Lord, on the religious tcndciicy 
of nal iiral science, 54 
Body, the, how far necessary to com¬ 
plete identity, 116; influenced bj 
the soul, 118 

Cause, a first, necessary, 53; its na¬ 
ture as shown by the iiniveiso, 54 
Glu'istiauity, teaches the value of the | 
individual ponl, 125; saiisfies the 
craving for God, 7S; its tedS’hing 
aboutfiln, 1.53, sg., 164 ; its harmony 
with human need.s, 230; its difli- 
culties compared with those or na- 
^ tural religion, 237 
Cicero, on the etymology of “ i-eligio,” 
1»; on atheism, 50; on bcliof in 
God, 52 ; ou sin, 131 
Clement, St., of Alexandria, on Pa- 
gauism, 41, 42 ; on Creation, 65 ; on 
the pre-existcnce of fte .soul, 97 
Comparative theology, its value to 
Christianity, 42 


f'tmite, lih worship of hnioanily, 43 
Conscience, the extent of its witness 
to God, G9; not the product of 
education, 70 ; limits to its witues.'i 
to God, 72 ; how far affected by the 
Fall, id.; needs a revelation, 73; 
witnesses to the reality of sin, 144 
Co.srnoIogieal argument to prove the 
existence of God, 53 
Creatiiinism, 102; objections raised 
again.st it, 103, sq. 

Creation, acknowledged by Deism, 57; 
denied by Pantheism, 64, sq.-, how' 
taught in Setijiture, 65. n.; implies 
onuiiprescnce, 66 


Death, iut\itable, 107, sq.- its .'.itg- 
gestiveness, llU 

Definiteness, characteristic of a true 
religion. 24-26; obj'cctiona against 
it, 26-29; necessary in dealing with 
sin, 101; protects the perfection of 
onr Lor(l'.s character, 226, 231 
Deism, banishes God from the world, 
57; in.snflicicnt for the needs of 
man, 68 ; how recognised in French 
Revolution, 59 

Delitzseh, on the Divine Image in 
man, 87; on personality, 8.8; on 
St. Paul’s u.se of 91; on the 
relation between soul and spirit, 93; 
on the origin of the soul, 101, 302 
Descartes, his argnirent to prove tlie 
existence of God, 51; on the func¬ 
tions of the soul, 162 
Dualism, maintained by tlio Parsecs, 
146 ; attacked by Isaiah, 147 ; jirac- 
lically equivalent to Atheism, 148 ; 
its moral result, 149; appears in 
modern forms, I.'IO 



246 


Index, 


“Ecce Homo” on the character of 
Christ, 221 

Epicurean view of suicide, 122 
ENidences, Christian, tjompared with 
those of natural religion, 236, sq.\ 
not of mathematical exactness, 238; 
how rightly estimated, 239 
Evolution, its place in Theistic belief, 

/)5 

Faith, its relation to Christian evi¬ 
dences, 238 

Fatalism, its philosophical error, 56 
Feeling, not the essence of religion, 
9-13 ; provided for by a tme reli¬ 
gion, 36 

Feuerbach, his view of the origin of 
religions, 5 ; his raaterialisui, 46 
Fichte, hib pantheism, 61 

Geif, the object of religion, I^cet. ii.; j 
various arguments to prove IJis 
existence, 5^1 -54 ; different views of 
His relation to the universe, 50-67; 
His relation to conscience, 69, sgq .; 
His dignity not compromised by 
miracles, 70 ; or by answering 
prayer, 195-197 ; His nature as de¬ 
clared in revelation, 78, sq.; llis re¬ 
lation to moral evil, 146, sqq., 154, 
sqq,; answ'er.s piayer, 169, 184, 196 
(ioethe, on tlie jdace of religion in i 
history, 7; a representative of the j 
eighteenth centuri*, 124 
(Juostics, their eoneeption of religion, I 
13-10 

Heathenism, its elements oi truth, 41; 
how estimated in Scripture, 42 ; in¬ 
fluenced by the Holy Ghost, 73; 
its sense of sin, 130 
Hegel, on the essential element in re¬ 
ligion, 13 ; his pantheism, 01, 62 
History, its testimony to the value of 
religion, 6 ^ 

Immortality, how taught in Holy 
Scripture” 112, sq.; necessary for 
religion, 119, sq. 

Interna’ facts, 88 

JeiKis Christ, His Divinity the hasis 
of practical Christianity, 240, sq. ; 
His relation to religion, 208, sq.; Ills 
mediation,234,^5',; His pre-existence 
does not Imply the pre-existence of 
the soul, 97 , n.; His place in history, 


211 ; His moral pre-eminence, 215, 
229; the completeness of His ex-' 
ample, 218 ; His self-assertion, 222- * 
225 ; contrasted with Hebrew pro- 
phets^ 227 ; Histi^laims warranted 
by miracles, 228, sq.; His teacbinc 
about immortality, 114 ; and about 
the nature and consequences of sin, 
162,163 

Justin Martyr, St., on thicrea^VlIh of 
inattjr, 65 

Kant, ideniifies morality with religion, 

17 ; on the witness of conscience to 
God, 68, sq. 

Knowledge, not the essence of re¬ 
ligion, 13-16 ‘ 

Lactaiitiu'i, on the ctymologv of “re- 
ligio,” 19 ; on- the origin of the 
soul, 101 

Law, Deistic and Christian coneep-^ 
tions'^compared, 58, 191 ; how re¬ 
lated to iniracl|,s, 75, w/.; not an 
obstacle to prayer, 1S9-192. See 
also Preface to the second edition. 
Lcilmitz, hi, argument to prove the 
exiHlrnte of God, 53, n. 

r 

Man, his plao§ in the world, S3 ; his 
personality, 84,'85; the body essen¬ 
tial to his full identity, 117 
Materialism, its account of God and 
man, 45-47; inadequacy for 
liuman nce’da, 47 ; its relation to • 
rantheism, 63; corrects a one¬ 
sided spiritualism, 116 
Metempsychosis, 95; as taught by 
Plato, 96; condemned by the Church, 
97 

Miracle.s, their place in revelation, 74; 
their relation to the creative Will 
of God, 75; guarantee the claims of 
Jesus Christ, 228 

Modte-n thought, its attitude towards 
religion, 1-4 ; its thirst for God, 44 
Montaigne, on suicide, 123 
Moiicesquien, on fatalism, 56 
Morality, not the essential element in 
religion, 17 ; contrasted with reli-* 
glon, 18; its witness to religiog, 73 
MiilJer, J., on modem cures for sin, 
161; on dualism, 147, 150 
Muller, Max, on the religion of the 
Papuas, 60 f 

Mystery, characteristic of a true 
religion, 22-24 



JL. 


Index. 


247 


Nature, its a})otheosiy by deism, 58 
Negations in religion, tlieir unfnntfiib 

* ness, 31; their true value, 32 
Newman, Cardinal, on the dispensa¬ 
tion of rag:ini|*i, 41, n. • 

Omnipresence of God, warranted by 
CreatiolB, 67 

Ontological argument for the existence 
oi^d, 51 

Original sin, does not imply pre- 
existeiice of the soul, 07; its rela- 
tipn to tradu('4aiu9in, 100, 104 

Pantheism, identifies the universe 
w'ith God, 61 \ its attraction an<l its 
^akness, 62, 63; Practically idciiti- 
with Matcrialisnf, 63; denies 
Creation, 65 ; its view of sin, 141 
Parsceisifi, its dualism, 146 
Paul, St,, on religious feeling, 10; 
^ on tlic permission of evil, 158 ; on 
prayer, 171 • 

Pe(d, Sir Robert, lup view of religion, 
5 

Personality, a necessary article of 
belief about God, 12, 36 ; of man, 
84-86; not possessed by aiiiinuls, 
87; how^listin^uishcd from indivi¬ 
duality, 88 ^ * 

I’lato, on the conception of God, 51, 
62; his doctriife of metempsychosis, 
96, sg. 

Positiveness, charactei istic of a true 

* religion, 30 * 

Positivism, a form of Materialism, 

46; its worship of humanity, 47, 
48; claims moral disinterested¬ 
ness, 70 

Prayer, as described in Holy Scripture, 
170 ,173,187 ; uuiversallypraotLsed, 
169 ; its nobility, 174-179 ; exer¬ 
cises the whole being of man, 173- 
176, 202 ; its relation to the human 
personality, 177; its effects on 
the worshipper, 180, sg ; answers 
to prayer, 203; not equivalent to 
jietition, 182: waTranted by* the 
nature of God, 187,s?.; objections 
• to prayer. 172, 189, sgg .; its relation 
tc^atural laws, 189-192; to predes¬ 
tination and freewill, 192-195, 
200, sw.; consistent with the dignity 
of Goa, 195, ; its relation to the 

conflicting interests oSuien, 197, sgg. 
See also Preface to the second edi¬ 
tion 


Pre-existenco of the soul, not taught 
in Holy Scripture, 97 ; condernnwl 
by the Church, ib.; not implied 
in tlic doctrine of original sin, ib.; 
contradicts the Biblical account of 
Creation, 98 

Providence, denied by deism, 57: 
consistf'iit with i»rayer, 194 

Religion, its etymology. If); true con¬ 
ception of it, 19-21 ; how viewed 
by modern thought. 2-8; its im- 
]»ortanct, ?9 ; docs not consist onlj 
of feeling, 9-13; or of knowledge, 
13-16; or ot morality, 16-19; 
cliai’actevistica of a tnie religion, 
21-38 ; its relation to discussion of 
tliG origin of the soul, 105; in- 
ilueuces the whole man, 118; im¬ 
plies the immortality of tlio Mul, 
119, sg., must iccognise sin, 159, 
sg. ; prayer, its characteristic action, 
169 

Resurrection, tlic, attested by that of 
Christ, 115; its necessity, 117; 
suggested by the relation between 
soul .■iiid body, 98, 117 

Robespierre, 60 

Scheol, Jcwisli doctrine of, 113 

Hclileieniiarher, on nur capucityfor re¬ 
ligion, 6 ; makes feeling the essence 
of religion, 9 

Schopenhauer, his pessimism, 132, agg. 

Scripture, Holy, its use of the argu¬ 
ment from nature, 54, n.; on Creation, 
65 ; itsS analysis of man, 91; on the 
origin of the soul, 104; on iminor- 
talfty, 113 ; on the idea of sin, 140 , 
on dualism, 147 ; how related to 
the creeds, 232 

Seneca, on suicide, 122 ; on sin, 131 

Sin, a fact m human history, 129; 
acknowledged by heathens, 130, 
131; how described in Scripture, 
140; comparison of Pantheistic, 
Dualislic, and Christian concep¬ 
tions of it, 142-147, 165; its root is 
selfishness, 152 ; not due to limited 
knowledge, 137 ; or our sensuous 
nature, 138; not only failure, 189; 
contradicts the nature of God, 154, 
sgg.; its treatment in the Old Tes¬ 
tament, 128 ; its nature and conse- 
(|ueucu8 as revealed in the New 
Testament, 163, 164; measured by 
the Atonement, 164 




248 


Index, 


Smith, Goldwm, on the cliaiacter qf 
Jebub Cliiibt, 218, mg. 

Soul, the iti ^iritnanty, 90 , its ic 
lation to the body and spirit, 92, 
its origin, 95, sgg , not pro cvistcnt, 
97 99, in^uencod by tht body, 118 
its vidue, 125, its complete c^cr 
else 111 prayer, 178, sgg 
Spmo/a, hib eoneeption of God, 61, 
his tlieory ot moral evil 13b 
Strauss, on the existence of God, 63, 
acknowledges the foot of the life of 
Jtsus Chi 1 st, 211, oil His claim to 
}udge the woild, 230 
S ibjpctive spirit, tht, its tiff tts 5 
Siiiude, 120, luw re,iided by Chiib 
linns, 121, othei vieub, 122, sq , 


the chief penods of its pievalencei 
123, its only antidote, 124 < 


leleologteal proot ot thi existence of 
God, 55 

rertnllian, on the oiigiu of the soul, 
100 <• 

Theism, its evidences coiiiei^dit, 7?., 
an incomplete rcvolatiop, 
loboeated by iniiaelts, 78 
Theology, a necessity, 26 
lolmd 23 « , 

riaduciauisin, 100, its diOlcnlticia, 
101, its supports s, 102, n ,1iot in 
liarmoin with the teaehuig o‘ the 
Chuich, 102 * ^ 


if 

raiNTEb BY T AVD A CONSTAHLB, FltlNrBXS TO HFK MAjaSTY, 
AT THE KDINRCKCK UNiXbJtSITY TSSSS 


KJl /S(;r(K\''S SEI.F.CT I.rST 


Mozley’s Lectures. 

Sr'tf' 10 r. (hL * 

I.KCTUUKS AND OTIIliR TlIKOLOGICAL PAI’KRS. 

By J, B Mozley, D.D., 

f ate Canon of Chmt Ch'nt and Rf<:iai Professor of Diviinly in tK, 

L tivmity oj 0'cfor4i\ 

tTanlfuls. 

^ ^ * 

]C\icli'nce- TMii‘:iral Soienre arid Tlicolociy—Jewish and JIiMtlien Conceptions 

of .1 I' liliire Si.ilc - On ilie srij'posL-d Olisciiiily of floly Sciijilme—St. P.iid's 
IV.ichinf'an InltKial Part of lluly Sciipluro—The OKiH-, its Scope 

and Method—Alyslenoiis '1 ruths--Of C’lnist alone witlimil Sin - Oiininal Sin— 
Orimnal Sin assoiteu l>y Worldly Philo-ophers and Poets -Perfectibility-^ .3 
Modern Doctrine of T’erfir tdjility—The Atlian.isinn Creed—'I'he Holy Kncharlst 
— Letter to the Kev. Piofissor Stanley oil the ArLii'h“;—Observations on the 
Colonial Church Question—Review of J^r. Newman's Grammar of 'A.,oent - 
Nole on Istjypti.iii Doctiineofa Rutuie State. 


Selections from Kcble.' 

Cl own Sz'ii. ^r. 6r/. 

SiCLi'.CTK^N.s front the Writings of JoiiN Keuli:, M A., 

Author 0 / ‘ The C>n istii'ii Vtar ' ' 


The Prayer Book in Latin. 

With Rubrics in Red. Cmall^vo, 6ff. 
lAItLll I’RKCUM PUJILTCARIJM KCCLKSIA'. ANGLICANAv. 

A Qulielmo Bright, S.T.P., 

.I'.dii f 'i> lit' afnd v\on Canomco, thiioria liulesiasticie, Profoitore Rex'to, 

et 

Petro Goldsmith Medd, A.M,, 

Co/te^-ii I'niversitalis nfnd Oxon 'Sodo Seniere. 

Latine reddi i'u.s. lulitio Terti.t, cum Appendlce. 

fin ha<, Ldilinnc continentnr Versiones T;aliiM;—i. l.ibri Pitcnni Piihlifarnm 
Ecclesi.e Arnthcanre, 2. Lituigitt: Prinia: Iscfuitiiaiije ; 3. Iaiuryi.fi ScollLana:; 
4 Lituigia; Ameiican.x.] . 


OLIstetloQ piiue, llonnon. 
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Selections from Liddon. 

• • 

» 

Scioihi E'hii"u. CK>n.y')i Zvo jT itii 

ShLLcHONS ftoin thci Wntiii"! ol H 1‘. Lioucin, P P , p C.I^., 

Km ,i;,1/ .S'. 




IMozIcy’s [^^irochial S( a’inf)ii.s. 

.^1*1 "i f I t /, rirs^ fiif 

m 

.SKKMONS. [’\i;Oi. Ill \7, \M) Ol ('A‘U)N.M.. 


Py J. B, Mozley, D D., 


/ i!,< ( .1 c/ ( 111 I I i 

T’’ 


, \V; III 

tijiy ./c't/i ! .i’ 


.y/’ 


i’. on'.ciiK' 

Tlio r .yc tlu- Isi';!'! 1 [ iiiil 1 i I'l j il.iliiiu Irc.itfi' as (Ipji. i • iiiiil \ i h' 

Illlluii'ii nt H.lliil nil >1 1 111 - -'I'll ii !' |i,r li'.i iMnl i-nv, --'I'iu' IJlIiiI nl 
S'’i.'kiiii^ .1 Si,11 -D.ivkI Ni.'i.ln,!ii'i; (Ik I’c i-li --'I I'« Utii'isin nf 
I'.i.lli--1-*! ovci lis '1 In. 'll i, lung of 1'ii‘iiN Hinssii'ii' \\ n .e - ()vi' 1 on1 llio 
.''.u.iuioc for .Siij -'ijii' l''u,i!i!u nt tk" S.mmi - [ lin lM;!',ni:>i:s l''iii.n oilkI of 
N:vt\iro —'I’ili*'rili*t'(i.i!il iMIii . nfllu; II>.lv ‘'uint W’l-i'i'i.i 1 111 Knlly Tr'-li il )iy 
I'' ‘'jv.rinin I's, a li.n'ir 1 ii<; Lniiisl sum. ml- Sin-iiu; to il.o S|iMit - 

'I'niC Knliyiiiii, a iM.inifmt'itiou- St Fruil's l''.\.ili it.nii nl I il our - Ii u ii.inli’, 
\V une'is .ii^.irist li,lol:iir\--P u.ili', I'.itiin iin of M ('ii'>l\ (ij'.U'n ,, -’I In .Sin.it 
ti(.s,nri iff— 'I lie Isniu-.s Sl.-ito of In'inu; 'Ihe Witum^ . I tlin Aiin-,tli‘s 1 iie 
•a l''toIirihoii-Cliit.lt,m Mysli iitt, the l'i>iiiiiio!i lltiiliu'- itiiv l.ii.il'-. Uniii 
I'"' .It —'J 111' I'iihn .Ini', I'oMir irStimi,; liiiin i "i. m , I In, ,Sl( u.1 Justice of 
'iVijii'oral FhoMiliiiue - J.ilo'i .n. a Viince I’rcv.ii'.lil.' ai'.h (lod. 


Selections from Piiscy. 

CfOTi'n J'. c'./. 

SKi.KrrrON.s fioni the Wniiiio', ril I'',p\v.\Kn Pot \ i t;ii I'l sly, D.P , 

f.fttt /\ i ^ iit-s Pi 0 /s ji. / 1,1/// ", 11 . 1 K ti 1/ Jit C/i.i^ / t . O'/x > i . 


tCTutciUno JpJfacr, JLouBon. 





RrVT\TrTON'S SELKC7 LIST 


Mozley’s Essays. 

Two Vols, &7fO. 34.1. '■ 

Essays. Histokical and Tiikological. 

By J. B. Mozley, D.D., 

I.nte Cantifi qfCfinsi Cfiurch, and Rf/rins Pro/eTSor in 

University 0/Oir/t)rd^ 

fiiTontcnte. 

VoLifMK 1.—IntroclTTCtion and Memoir of the Author—f-oirl St-afford—A t(. h% 
bishop Land—Carlyle’s Cromwell—Liillin 
Volume II.—Dr. Arnold—Hlanco White—Dr. Pusey’s .Sermon—'The Hook of 
Job-Maurice’s Theological Kssays—Indian Conversion—The Argument of 
Design—The Piincn»lc of Cnus.ition considered in n^Tiiosilion to Atheistic 
Theories—In Mernoriam - '1 he Author’s Articles and Wrrks. 

Practical Reflections on New Testament. 

Crmvn Sr^o. 

Practical Reflections on every Verse of New Tkm.\ml,n i. 

By a Clergryman. 

With a Preface by H. P. Liddon, D.D., D.C.L., 

Canon Kendentiary 0/^ tKiiil'r, 

FiiiST Skhies.—THE HOLY GOSPELS. 'J'mtd Edition 4 *. (>d. 

Skconi) Seriks.-ACTS ’I’O REVELATION. 6 .v. 

* n e cnniiDl speaV loo liii:hly of this useful cot vers.itmu. Kor (he suk and Infirm, fur 
v.j’uiiio Jt IS inurk of liille |irclcncc ami s,icli is aie ucaLlc to rc.i(l llie (.ospels V.1II1 
Ilf merit . . liatlior llie refEstioiis fixed purpose lor,any Ifii.'lli of time, or for 

sene to lEeiicn minri.-.siuiis ulucli the Lin luibV |icrr.uus, the unoK is .uliiiir.'ilily adljili d ; 
Inline of the CrOspci viiU h.ive .\ssaVcem.ii in sshila in the i^Tcaclier, the school tc.iclier, 
iiieiiiiiUiii.- niiiiils, and ( xaaly serve., the aiul siiuh as re.id a imrtion of Holy Scripture 
jnirpose of smh readers of tin; Ihlile .is wish in tlieir f.irnily ilevntions, it will prove to be 
lo Di: assibli.il ill lirawiuc iiifereiii rs from it of no tacoiisiderable setviL^'^Ouardinn 
which may tnllueiiLe tliLir own duly life and 

Liddon s Elements of Religion. 

Chi.xp Edition. Small Zvo. zs, ^d. Or in Paper Cover, \s. 6d. 

So.ME Elements of Religion, Lent Lectures, 

By Henry Parry Liddon, D.D„ D.O.L.’, 

Canon Resldeniiaty ojS. Paul's. 

The Crown Si o [Eourth) Edition^ 55., mrfp sfilt lie had 


(DEIaterloo ]pHace, HonDon. 
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OF RECENT PUBLICA TIONS. 


IVlozley on the Old Testament. 

^ Thud Edition. %vo. los 6if. 

RurJNG Tdf.as in Early Agfs and tulir Rkt-Ation to Oi.d 
^4 Tj^tamknt Faith. Lectures delivered to (jradnules of the 
Univcisny of Oxiord, 

• • ByJ.B Mozloy, D.D., 

Late ( a>!j/i of Christ Chunk, an i R.e’j;\us I'rnjessor of Dii'U.iiy if the 
UnmersUy of Oxfotd 

• ffcnlcnlB. 

Abraham—Sacrifice of Isaac—Ifimrin Sacrifice';—Esterruinatii''^ Wair. -Vlsiia- 
tiijii * die Sins ot J'atlieis upon Chil<lii-n—J.icl—CnnntLliLin of jacl's Act with* 
llie Morality of lu;i A^;c--I/iw of Kelaliadon—Ret.riialu .11 ■ J,.i\v of tloel - 'J he 
J’' .li Liu Test of a I’logressive Revelation—The Maiuelij ans .itui the Jewish 
Fathers m 


Ke 3 ^s to Christian Knowledoe. 

* Seven Volumes. Small %7'o. is, Od. each. .Sold \cfariiialy. 

^ '^-iC ?J. 6d. Edition may still Is had. 

Edlted*by the Rev. John Henry Blunt, D D., F.S.A., 

UJvtor of the ' AnuoUiUd Bil'hi ' Anu.'t xUd HoOX oC Lomui ''/i t't.iyer,' lii , c.'i 

T HE HOLY 151 RLE. 

rUE HOOK OF COMMON PRAYER. 

CHURCH HISTORY (Ancient). 

CHURCH HLS'IORY (Modern). 

CHRI.STIAN DOCTRINE AND PRACTICE (founded 
on the Church Caiecliisin ) 

Edited by John Pilkington Norris, D.D., 

Aifkitiihon of linstot, Resi.ii iif-itry of Prut >1' CalheJi iif. 

J.itiiot of the 'Sew rnuimrut loitli S'etes,' e.'t. 

THE FOUR GOSPELS. 

THE ACTS OF THIi APOSTLES. 


SlSatctldo place, HonHan. 
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Aids to the Inner i^ife. % 


Five Vols. yttno. Cloth limp, 6rf. each: or Cloth extra, is. each. 

Sold separately. 

These Fhie Volumes^ Cloth extra, viay he had in a Box, price 7© 
Also an Fdition ivith Red BordHrs, 2s. each. 


Aids to this Inner TvIfe. « 


Edited by the Rev. W. H. Hutching’s, M.A., 

Sub-lVarden of the House of Hcrcy, Clevuer. 

e 

These books form a scries of works provided for the iilte of memliei s of the 
F.tifilish Church. I'lit; process of arlaptalion is not left to the leader, but has 
been uriclcrtaken wuli the \iewol bnngiru; eveiy evpression, as far .as poswCblCj 
Ililo liarmony with the JSook of Common I’rayer and Anglican Divinity. 

OF TIIK IMITATION OF CHRIST. In Four Books. By Thomas A 
Kii.vi'is. •: 


THK CHRI.STIAN YEAR. Thoughte in Verse for the Sundays and Holy 
Days throughout the Year. 

INTRODUCTION TO ITIE DEVOUT LIFE. From the French of S. 
Francis im Sachs, Bishop and Prince of Geneva. 

THE HIDDEN LIFE OF THE SOUL. From the French of Jean Nicolas ‘ 
Grou. ^ * 

'J'HE .SPIRITUAL COMBAT. Together with the- .Suppi’eirentand the Path 
of Paiadise. JJy LAiuacNCH Scui'Oli. 


* \Vc liearllly \Msh success to this tin- 
poTiaivt sciies, and trust ic may coininancl an 
extensive s.alr We are much strui k, not 
(uily by the excellent manner in which the 
design liaG been earned out in iheTiansla 
Uons themselves, but also I’y the nay in 
which Messrs liivuigtoii luive done Iheir 
part. The (\pe and size of the vrilnnies are 
precisely wliat will be round n st con. 


vevlent for common use. The price at 
wlvuti the volumes are produceil is marvel¬ 
lously low. It may be hoped tli.tt a large 
rirculat.on will sciCjre from loss those wlin 
have underuiken this scheme for diifuslng 
far and vide such valuable means of 
advancing and deepening, after so high a 
slaiid.ui.1, the spiritual 'life.' —AfJ’exrrji' 
CAurf/imafi. 


Blunt’s Theological Dictionary. 

Seiontl F.iiition. /m/crtal 87>o. t^ 3 S, : or in hal/~iuorocco, 52^. 6rf. 

Dictionary of Doctrinal and HiSTORiCAL Theology, 

By Various Writers. 

Edited by the Rev. John Henry Blunt, D.D., P.S.A., 

I-.daer of the ‘ Annotated Booh of Common Prayer,’ etc., ek. 


CSlstctloo Lonuon. 
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I 

Qoulburif’s Collects of the Day. 

Third Edition^ Two Vais. Crown Zvo. Zs. each Sold separately. 

The Coli.ECTS of the Day : an Exposition, Critical aiui Devotional, 
^ of^hc Collects appointed at the Communion. With Preliminary 
Essays on their Structure, Sources, and General Character, and 
Appendices containing Expositions of the Discarded Collects of 
• the FirM Prayer Book of 1549, and of t'lc CJoliects of Morning 
and Evening Prayer, 

By Edward Meyrlck Qoulbum, D.D., D.C.L., 

■ • Dean of Not~WvH. 

^ dontenlg. 

Vot.DME 1 . Book 1 . Introductory. —On the Excellencies of rj;e Collect';— OiF 
the Origin of the word Collect—On the Stiucture of a Collect, as illustrated by 
I’l^ Collect in the Bunal Service—Of the Sources of the Collects : Of the Siicra- 
mentary of Leo, of the SncrJtnentary of Gclasius, of (jreRory the Gieal and his 
Satramentaiy, of the Use of Sarum, and of S. Osiminil its Compiler -On the 
Collects of Arcffliishop Cranmer—Of the Kestonition Collects, and of John 
Cosin, Prince-Bishop of Durham—Of the Collects, as representing the Genius of 
the English Church. Book II. Parti.— The Constant Collect. Part II.— Col¬ 
lects varying luitk the Ecclesiastical Season —Advent 10 Whitsunday. 

'VOLUMK II. Book II. contd —Trinity Sunday to All Saints’ Day. Book 111 . 
—On The Collects after the OJ^rtory Aitrndix A.—~Collects in the First 
Reformed P/ayer I^onk of 1549 which were suppreswl in 1552—The Collect 
for the First Corftnunion on Christmas Day—The Collect foi S. Mary Mag¬ 
dalene's Day*(_)uly 22). Api'ENpix B. — Exposition of the Collects of Mommg 
and Evening Player— Second at Morning Prayer, for Peace—'J'hc 'J'hiid 
at Morning Prayer, for Grace—The Second at Evening Prayer, for Peace— 
The Thiid at Evening Prayer, for Aid against all PeiiU. 


Blunt’s History of the Reformation. 

Two Vols. 8vo. 

Tuf. Rf.formation of the Church of England : its History, 

Principles, and Results. 

VoL. T. (a.d. 1514 - 1547 ). Its Progress during the Reign of Henry VIII. Fifth 

^Jt/ion, i 6 j . 

VOL. 11. (a.d. i 547 -i 6 fi 2 ). From the Death of Henry VIII. lo the Restoration 
of tile Church after the Commonwealth. i3.r. 

By the Rev. Joh^ Henry Blunt, D.D., F.S.A., 

Editjr of the ‘ jtiitw/aferl tiooi 0/ Common Putyer,' etc., etc. 


OSatecIoo place, JLonDon- 
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RiyiNCTON'S SELECT LIST 


Blunt’s Dictionary of Sects.. 

Imperial &w. 3&s. ; ar tn half-morocco^ 48^. 

Dictionary of Sects, Heresies, Ecclesiastical Parties, and 
Schools of Religious Thought. By Various Writers 

Edited by the Rev. John Henry Blunt, D.D., F.S.A., 

I'ditor 0/the ' Dictionary q/" Theology ^ tlu ' A nnotaleii Booh of Common Pr'^yer,' etc ., etc. 


Blunt’s Household Theology, 

New Edition, Small Zvo, 3J. Cd. 

Household Theology : a Handbook of Religious Information re¬ 
specting the Holy Bible, the Prayer Book, the Church, the 
Ministry, Di’/ine Worship, the Creeds, etc., etc. 

By the Rev. John Henry Blunt, D.D., F.S.A., 

Editor of the 'Annotated Book of Common Prayer,' etc., etc 


Lear’s Life of Lacordaire.' 

With Frontispiece. Second Edition. Crown ^vo. js. Cd. 
Henri Dominique Lacordaire. A Biograiibical Sketch. 
By H. L. Sidney Lear, 

.Inthorof' Christian Biographies,' etc 


Lear’s Five Minutes. 

\fimo. 3J. 6rf. 

Five Minutes. Daily Readings of Poetry. 
Selected by H. L. Sidney Lear. 


CUatetloo jpiare, Honnon. 








OF RECENT PUBLICATIONS. 


9 


, The Book of Church Law. 

Third EdUion, revised. Crown 8w. is. 6d. 

The Book of Church Law ; being an Exposition of the Legal 
nights and Duties of the Parochial Clergy and the Laity of the 
Church of Englandi* 

By the Rev. John Henry Blunt, D.D., F.S.A. 
Revised by Walter G. P. Phlllimore, D.C.L., 

Bari'iSter-at-Law, and Chancellor 0/the Diocese of Lincoln. 


Maxims from Pusey. 

Second Edition Cfirwn i6nio. -^s. 

> 

Maxims and Gleanings from tiie Writings of Edward Bouverie 

PUSEY, D.D. 

Selected and arranged for Dally Use, by C. M. S., 

Contj'iiler 0 / 'Daily GleaMH£;s o/the Haintly Ltje,' ' Under the CroiS,’ etc. 

With an Introdufction by the Rev. M. P. Sadler, 

** Pi ebeaiaty of Wells, and Kci.tor of Ho niton. 


' Life of Bishop Gray. 

New Edition, abridged. With Frontispiece. Crown Bva. js. 6d. 


Life of Robert Gray : Bishop of Cape Town and Meiiopolitnn 

of Africa. 


Edited by his Son, the Rev. Charles N. Gray, M.A., 

Vicar of Helmsley, ] 'ork. 


' This work is more than a biography; it 
is a valuable addilicm to the hisSiry of the 
nineteenth century Mr Kcble more than 
once described Bishop Gr.iy’s .struc'gles as 
"like a bit out of Uie fourth century — 
Guardian, 4 

‘ We welcome it as a worthy tribute to the 
ineinorv of one who possessed the true 


•ipostulic spirit, was a faithfid son of the 
CIiuilIi, and a dislinguished ornaiiient of the 
Episcopate ‘Stafiaard. 

‘Not only interesting as the record of a 
good man's life, but extremely valuable as 
materials for Church history ’ — Church 
Times 


CEIarctfoo Ipilacr, ILoimon. 
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RIV/NGTON’S SELECT LIST 


Corpus Christi. e 

With Red Borders. Royal ■yimo. zj. 

t. 

Corpus Christi : A Manual of Devotion for the Blessed Sacrament 
With a Preface by the Rev, H. M^nta^u VilllerB,' 

I'tcar oj S. PaiiFs, fyiJtJU Place, 


Williams on the Catechism. 

Ne7v Edition, Two l^'ots. Crown Qvo, ^s. each. Sold separately. 

Plain Sermons on the Catechism. 

By the Rev. Isaac Williams, B.D., 

Late FcUoTi) o/Trimty Callee^t, Oxforti; jlrtthoroJ a ' fyaiotioKal Commentary 

on the Gospel Narrative ’ 

O 


Bickersteth's Yesterday, To-day, and 

For Ever. * 

• 4 


One Shtllinf' Edition, \^nto. 
With Red Borders, tomo. as. 6d. 


Yr.STERnAY, To-day, and For Ever : a Poem in^'rwelve Books 

By Edward Henry Bickersteth, M.A., 

I'lcar 0/Christ Church, ihlmpstead, and Pural Dfini. 


■ This blank-verse poem, in. twelve books, 
lin.R inailc Its way into the r:li;,'i(>iis world ol 
P.niirland niul Amenra vitliout much help 
from the critics '—7 une. 

•The most simple, the richest, and the 
most perfect sacred poem which recent 
clays have produced '—Mot ttiuff Advertiser. 

’ A poem worth reading, worthy of at ten> 
tive study , full of noble thoughts, beautiful 
diction, amt luvih ImaElnation. —.srim/fufr/ 

' In tlicse light Miscellany days there is a 


spiritual refreshment in the spectacle nf a 
trean girdiii)* up the louts of his nnnd to the 
task of pruducLii); a genuine (|iic Ami 11 is 
true poetry. There is a dcfiiutcucss, a crisp¬ 
ness about it, which in these moist, vicwv, 
\\my days is no less invigorating than novel.' 
•—I’diuPHruh Daily Heview, 

' Mr. lli^crsteth writes like a man who 
cultivates al once reverence and earnestness 
of thought.*— Guardian. 


The Larger Edition^ 3 J. <sd., may still be had. 


tStatetloo place, HonDott, 
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Early Influences. 

Crcwu Stfif. 3^. 6 rf. 

Early Tnfi-uencf.s. New Edition. 

With a Preface by Mrs. Gladstone. 

Chapter I. - Infancy. Chapter 11 —Watchfulness and Affection. Chapter III.. 
— The Faults of Chiidhood and tlie liilluenceof Religious Instiuclion. Chapter 
IV.—Good Impulses and Moial lufliicnre. Chapt< r V JihuiUi.) .and Accom- 
plishinents. Chapter VI.—'['he Mental Powets of Childhood—Instruction in 
General. Chajiter VII,—Home—'I'he Inflnenrc of Domestic I-ifc upon the 
Country in General. Chapter VIIJ.—'I’lie iJifiiculty and the Rc«'.xjd. 


Baker on the Articles. 

^ 2S 6(1 

A Plain axposrnoN of the 'I'hiriy-ninf Articles of the 
Church of England, for the Use of Schools. 


By William Baker, D D. 

//fM//..T/; cVr 0/AUi ciiani Ttijlors StJico^, aftei enJary of S 

t 

Holland's Logic and Life. 

Sfconi EJition. Crown ^vo ■j<!. M. 
I.,OGic AND Life, with other Sermons. 


By the Rev. H. S. Holland, M.A., 

Conou Kesidentiary oy S Ponl’s 


'Some of these ■^eimons are as powerful 
as .my I'rcacliecl m tli s gout r.it‘i>u. and. iii- 
dccil, lull of genius, original thought, and 
spiritual veracity. Of the three first. It 
would lie hard to speak in terms t ||0 high 
Syeefator 

'These [two last-named, sermons exiunit 
at the fulltlie real gre.iliiess of Mr. Hull.'Hiid's 
power—his originality, his insight,Jus ra.nge 
of experieiif e. ol)i>ervalion, ami syinl'athics ; 
and, above all. Ins ncver-failmg eU-vation of 


spliilii.il feeling and Judgment, speaking in 
language l)ri]!i.ini, fumble, copious, rising 
often to splendour and inagniliccnce.’— 
Chutch Quarteriy Rnnew. 

’ The sermons are thoughtful, earnest, and 
often eloquent and powerful They fully 
bear out the high reputation Mr llolland 
has obirilned as a pic.icher of considerable 
accentablcucss and influence with licarcrs 
of education and culture.'— 


CQaictloo )^Iace, Honnon. 
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RiyiNGTON'S SELECT LIST 




Jennings* Ecclesia Anglicana. 

Crown Zvo. 7 J. 6ii. 

\ 

Kcclesia Angltcana. a History of the Church of Christ in 
England, extending from the Earliest to the Present Times. 

By the Rev. Arthur Charles Jennings, M.A., 

yesns ColUffe, Cambridge, sornrtxme Tynuhttt Scholar, Cf osse Scholar, Ilrlrno 
Umversify Prizeman, Fry Scholar of S, yohn's CoIIcqc, Carns and 
Scholejield Prizeman, and Vicar of IVhittieford. 


Bickersteth’s The Lord’s Table. 

• ifimo. \s, : or Cloth extra, 7 '. 

Tirii; Lord’s Table ; or, Meditations on the Holy CommVinion Office 
in the Book of Common Prayer. 

By the Rev. B. H. Blckersteth, M.A., 

Vicar of Christ Church, Hampstead, and Rurr.l Dean, 


‘We must draw oiir review to an end, aiicl sincere thanks to Mr Ihckerstelli for 
without usiiiR any more of our own words. tins goodly and prontahlc “ Loiiip.inion to 
except one parting ezpreiisiuit of cordial the C.o*n.»iunion .Service — Record. 


Fletcher’s Prayers and Meditations. 

New Edition, with Rubrics iu Red. Royal 32 wr. st. 6 d. 

An Edttirn without the Red Rubrics, -y^nio. ir. 

Prayers and Meditations for the Holy Communion. 

By Josephine Fletcher. 

With a Preface by C. J. Ellicott, D.D., 

Lord Bishop 0/Glouuster and Bristol 


CiQaterlpo Place. Honoon* 
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Norris’s Rudiments of Theology, 

•* * 

Secofid Edition, revised. Crown 8vo jj. 6d. 

Rudiments of Theology. A First Book for Students. 

* By John Pllkingtou Norris, D,D., 

Archdeacon of Itrts^l, and Canon Reudentiary oj Rritfol Cathedral 

• Cantentfl. 

Pa KT I. —FtJNJiAMtNTAr. DocTRFNFS'- The DoctHne ofGofl's Existence—The 
Don line of the Second Person of the Trinity—The Doctrine of the Atonement 
—The Docli ine of the Third Pe/son of the Trinity—The Doctrine of The Church 
—The Doctrine of (tie Sacramentti. 

Pakt II.— Thu So'j iib/ology of tub Biulb:— 'I’he I’caching of the Old 
'rAtainent—The Teaching of the Four Gospels—'I'he Teaching of .S. Paul- 
'Phe Teaching of the Epistle to the Hebrews, of S Peter and S, John—Soterlo 
logv of the Bible (concluded). 

Afi-ENDix— Illu.siratioI^Js of Part I. from the Early Fatiifus;— On the 
Evidence of fi^d’.s Existence—On the Divinity of Christ—On the l^octrine of 
the Atoneincrn:—On the Procession of the lloly SpiMt--On The Cliurch—On the 
Doctrine of the Euch.irist—Gieek and Latin Fathers iinolcd or referred to in 
this volume, in their chronological order—Glossariai Index. 


V 


Mozley’s University Sermons. 

Fifth Edition. Crown 8vo js. dd. 

\ 

Sekmuns Preached lekore the University of Oxford and on 

Various Occasions. 

By J. B. Mozley, D.D.. 

Late Canon of C/irui Church, and Rebuts Profasor oJ Divinity, O’cjord, 


(irantrnlsi* 

The Roman Council—The Ph.arisces—Etein.a! Life—The Reversal of Human 
Judgiiient—War—Nature—T,he Woik of the Spiiit on the Natural Man—The 
Atonement—Our Duty to Equals—The Peaceful Temper—The Strength of 
Wishes—The Uu.spoken Judgment of Mankind—The Tiue Test of Spiritual 
Birth—Ascension Day—Gratitude—The Principle of Emulation—Religion the 
First Choice—The Influence tif Dogmatic Teaching on Eilucation. 


CCismioo place, Eonuon, 




Xfy/A’G'/'OxV'S SELECT LIST 


. ..-'-- -.—----- -T 

Newmans Selection from Sermons. 

I 

f 

ScLond Edition. Crmvn 8vo. 51 . 

t 

Selection, adapted to tlie Seasons of the Ecclesiastical Yeai^' from , 
the 'Parochial and Plain Sermons' of JoiiN HENltV Newman, 
n.D,, sometime Vicar of S. Mary's, Oxford. 

Edited by the Bev. W. J. Copeland, B.D., 

Raioro/ Fatnham, lissex 


CfTonlenls. 

Aduetit: —Self-denial tlie Test of Religious Earnestness—Divine C.'ills—'Flie 
Vcntuies of Faith—Watching. Christmas Day :—religions Joy. New Year's 
Sunday: —'J'he Lapse of Time. R^tphany —Remembrance of Past Mercie.s— 
Equanimity—The Iinmort.nliiy of the Soul—Christian Manliood!^Sincerity and 
Hypocrisy—Christian Sympatliy. Septuagesimal —Present Hlessngs. Sexa¬ 
gesimal —Endurance the Christian’s Portion. Qitinquagesinia ;—Love the One 
Thing Needful, l^entl —The Individuality of the Soul—Life the Season of 
Repentance—Bodily Suffering—Tears of Christ at the Grave of La/adis-- 
Christ's Priv.ations a. Meditation foi Chiistians—The Cioss of^Christ the Measure 
of the World. Good Friday: —The CriiLifixion. Faster Day: —Keeping Fast 
and Festival. Raster-Tide :—Witnesses of tlie Resurrection—A ParLinilar 
Providence a.s Revealed in the Gospel—Ch’Ist Manifested in Remcmbi .ince — 
The Invisible World—Waiting for Chiist. Ascension —\Yarfare the Condition 
ofVIctory Sunday after Ascension: —Rising with Christ. IV/ntsunday :— 
The Weapons of Saints. Trinity Sunday: —Ti:e Mysteriousness of onr Pre¬ 
sent Being. Sundays after Trinity: —Holiness Necessary for Future Blevsed- 
nc-ss—The Religious Use of iilxcited Feelings—The .Self-wise Inquiier—Scrip¬ 
ture a Record of Human Sorrow—The Danger of Riches—Obedience w'ithout 
Love as instanced in the Character of BaLaara—Moral Conse(|Ucnccs of Single 
Sinsi—The Greatness and Littleness of Human Life—Moral Effects of Com¬ 
munion with God-The Thciught of God the Stay of the .Soul—The Power of 
the Will—The Go^ipel Palaces—Religion a Weariness to the Natural Man—'J'he 
World our Enemy—The Praise of Man— RillgiOa Pleasant to the Religiou.s— 
Mental Prayer—Cuiioslty a 'I'emiitation to Sin—Miracles no Remedy for Un¬ 
belief—Jeieiniah : a Le.ssoii for the Disappointed—The Shepherd of our Souls 
—Doing Glory to God in Pursuits of the World." 


Odamloo pfate, jO^onUon 




OP RECENT PUPLICA TIONS. 
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Mozley on Miracles. 

• • 

Sixth Edition. Crown %vo. -js, &d. 

EfbiiT Lectuki£S on Miuacles: being the Bainplon Lecluits tor 

1865. 

ify J. B. Mozley, D.D., 

TMte Oiiiou oj Ch} i\t Chmch, and ,y iliv.nity in 

Unwrrnty o/Oi/brd, 


• The Prayer Book of Edward VI. ^ 

Small Zvo. 6s. 

• 

The Firsi^Book oe Common Tuavku oi- Imiwakd VI,. and t in-: 
Okdinai. Of 1549. Together wiili the Order of the Coniinuiuon, 
1548. Reprintetl entire, 

Edited by tbe Rev. Henry Baskerville Walton, M,A., 

/.ate Fttfow and Tutor of Merten Ci !!< re 

With Introduction by tlio Rov. Peter Goldsmith Medd, M. A., 

Rector of North Cerney, late Senior hellarw 0 / Un.veriit^ Ct/.Vtv*', 0\f\>rd. 


The Prayer Book Interleaved. 

Tenth Edition. SmallZvo. ’]s,6d. 

The PjiAYER Book Interleaved, With Historical Illustrationi, 

and Explanatory Notes arranged parallel to tlie Text. 

% 

By W. M. Campion, D.D., and W. J. Beamont, M.A. 
With a Preface byi tbe Lord Bishop of Winchester. 

Waterloo place, Lonnott. 











R/i'Vi\raTON's SKf.Ecr list 


f6 


■S3, 

Goulburn’s Study of Scripture. 

♦ 

Tenth Kstition, revised and enlarged Small 8vc. 6s. 6d. 

An Introduction to the Devotional Study of the Holy 
Scriptures : with a Prefatory Essay on their Inspiratior, and <« 
specimens of Meditations on various pas^ges of them. 

By Edward Mejn^ick Qoulburn, D.D., D.C.IL., * 

Dean ef Nonusch 


“ Goulburn’s The Child Samuel. 

Small 8vo. ss. 

The Child Samuel. A Practical and Devotional Commentary on 
the Bath and Childhood of the Prophet Samuel, as recorded m 
I Sam. i., ii. 1 - 27 , iii. Designed as a Help to Meditation on the 
Holy Scriptures for Children and Young Persons. 

By Edward Meyrick Goulbvirn, D.D., D.C.L., 

Dean <if No? wnf? 


Goulburn’s Gospel of the Childhood. 

Set end Edition. Square j6?no 5 J. 

ruE Gospel ok the Childhood : a Practical and Devotional Com¬ 
mentary on the Single Incident of our Blessed Lord's Childhood 
(S. Luke ii. 41 to the end); designed as a Help to Meditation on 
the Holy Sciiptures, for Children and,Young Persons. 

By Edward Meyrick Goulbuni, D.D., D.C.L., 

Dtan No?^khi 


flSlAtetloo Plare, Hontiott 









OF KliCENT PUBLICATfONS. 


t 

Qoulburn* on the Lord’s Supper. 

Sixth Edition. Small ivo 6s. 

• 

A Commentary, Expository and Devotional, on the Order of the 
Administration of th^Lord’s Supper, according to the Use of the 
Church of England ; to which is added an Appendix on Fasting 
Commifhion, Non-communicating Attendance, Auricular Confes¬ 
sion, the Doctrine of Sacrifice, and the Eucharistic Sacrifice, 

• * By Edwyd Meyrick Goulburn, D.D., D.C.L., 

■ Dean <ff Norv/uk. 

Aho a Cheap Editioti, uniform with ' Thoughts on Personal Religioftt *> 
and 'The Pursuit of Holiness' 3 f. 6d. 

9 

^ _ 

I 

Goulburn’s Holy Catholic Church. 

' a Sccofid Edition. Crown Bva. 6s, 6d. 

The Holy Cat.iolic Church : us Divine Ideal, Ministry, and 
Instiliftions. A short Treatise. With a Catechism oh each 
Chapter, forming a Course of Methodical Instruction on the 
subject. • 

By Edward Meyrick Goulbtim, D.D., D.C.L., 

Dean of XortvKh. 

(ffonteuts. 

Wliat the Church is, and when and how it was founded—Duty of the Clmrch 
towards those who hold to the Apostles’ Docnine, in separation from the Apostles' 
fellowship—The Unity of the Church and ith Disruption-;;;-'rhe Survey of Zion’s 
towers, bulwarks, and palaccs-^Thc Institution of the Ministry, and its relation 
to the Church—The Holy Eucharist at its successive Stnges—On the Powers of 
the Church in Count'il —'l'he Church presentingj exhihiling, and defending the 
Truth—The Church guiding into and illustrating the Truth—-On the Prayer 
Hook as a Commentary on the Hlble—Itidex. 

QKatecIoa place, iLonQoit. 

B 






RrVINGTON'S SELF.CT LIST 


i8 


Goulburn’s Thoughts on Personal Religion. 

New Edition. Small Zvo. 6 tf. 6d. 

Thoughts on Personal Religion ; being a Treatise on the 
Christian Life in its two Chief Elements—Devotion and Prad .ice. 

t> 

By Edwcurd Meyrlck Qoulburn, D.D., D.C.L., 

Dean of NorretcH, 

Also a Cheap Edition. 3 J. hd. 

Presentation Edition, elegantly printed on Toned Paper. ^ 

Two Vols. Small Zvo. los. 6d. 


Goulburn's Pursuit of Holiness. 

r 

Fourth Edition. Small Bvo 51 . , 

The Pursuit of Holiness: a Sequel to 'Thoughts on Personal 
Religion,’ intended to carry the Reader somewhat farther onward 
in the Spiritual Life. 

By Edward Meyrlck Goulbum, D.D.,,rt.O.L., 

Pean of Norwich 

Also a Cheap Ed:cion. y. 6d. 


Goulburn’s Devotional Forms. 

Fourth Edition, yimo. ij. td. 

Short Devotional Forms, for Morning, Night, and Mid¬ 
night, and for the Third, Sixth, Ninth Hours, and Eteniidcof 
Each Day of the Week. Arranged to meet the Exigencies of a 
Busy Life. 

By Edward Meyrlck Goulb^tni, D.D., D.O.L., 

Dean of Narvirh. 


(DEIatecloo ]PIsce, ILoittion 






Of RECENT PUBLICATIONS. 


*9 


rfhe Anjiotated Prayer Book. 

•» 

In O le Volume. Quarto. Price is. 

* Or Half-bound in Morocco, Price £t, ns. 6d, 

' j» 

The Annotated BookjOf Common Pkaver : being an Historical, 
Ritual, and Theological Commentary on the Devotional system 
of the eiiurch of Kngland, 

Edited by the Rev. John Henry Blunt, D.D., P.S.A. 

I * 

rpcoiiiion wliiA the Annotated Book of Common Prayer has met with 
.in issue of eight editions in sixteen years has led the publishers to 
believe that a new edition, caicfiilly revised and enlarged, in accordance willit 
our adianced knowledge, would be .acceptable. The present edition has 
llicrefore been prepared wit'i, aiiinii'j igliers, tlie following improveinenls :— 

1. A ihorouKhly Inislworthy text of the whole Prayer Book, such as has 

not hiLherlo been accessible. 

2. A much enlarged Introduclion, embracing in a comp.act form all that is 

now known respecting ibe bistoiy of the Prayer Book. 

1 (The F.(usiles and Cospels, with all other portions of Holy Scripture, .aie 
,iow' printed at length. 

.1). Tlie Notc>?on the Minor Saints’ Days have been carefully revised, .and 
in^mo'il cases re-wntLeii. 


The Compendious Annotated Prayer Book. 

Crown Zvo. tos, &i. 

'rHE CoMPr.NDioiJS Edition of the Annotated Book of Co.mmon 
Prayer, forming a concise Commentary on the Devotional 
System of the Church of England, 

Edited by the Rev. John Honry Blunt, D.D., P.S.A., 

l tiitt!) of <he ■ Dtcl%uiii j- oj'Seett itHii Hereius,' et( , fft. 


m 


O^atecioo ]^{ace, HonOdit. 
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RiyiNGTON^S SETJ^CT LIST 


Luckock's After Death. 

o \ 

\ 

Fourth Edition, Croivn Zvo. 6s. 

AI'TKR Death. An Examination of the Testimony of Primrtwe 
Times respecting ilie State of the Faithful Dead, and thej^ rela¬ 
tionship to the Living. 

By Herbert Mortimer Luckock, D.D., 

Canon of Fly, ttc 

iiTonttnta. 

Part I.—The Test of Catholicity'—The Value of the Testimony of the Rfimi- 
live Falheis -The liitormediate State—Chancie in the Vitermediate Stjite^— 
Pi.iyers for the Dead : Reasons for Our Lord’.s Sdence on the Subject—The 
Testimony of Holy Sttipture —The Testimony of llie Catacoml)S—The T. sti- 
moriy of the liarly Fathers—The 'J'esluuony of the Piiiiiilive Liturgies— 
Prayers for the Pardon of Sins of Infirmity, and the Effacement of .Sinful 
Stmns—The Ineflicacy of Prayer for those who died in wilful unrcpenled Sin. 

Part II.—Primitive Testimony to the Intercession of the Sainfs—Primitive 
TVslImony to the Invocation of the Saints - Tlie Trustworthinessl'jf the Patristic 
Evidente for Invocation tested -The Primitive Litur({ies and the Ronuin Cat.i.- 
coinhs—Patristic Opinions on the ICxlcnt of the Knowledge possessed hy the 
Sainis—The 'i'estiinony of Holy .Scriptuie upon the same Snhjet.t—The Ileatific 
Vision not yet attained by any of the Saints—Conclusions d.awn fioni the fore¬ 
going Testimony. 

Si'iM’i.KMKNTAKV CuAPi'iiRS.—(fi.) Ls u fuller ffeccguitlon of the Practice of 
Praying for ihe Dead desirable or not';— {h ) Is it lawinl or th;‘*rable to practise 
Invocation of .Saints in any form or not"^- 'fable of Fathers, Councils, etc.— 
Passages of Scripture explained or quoted—General Index. 


S. Bonaventure’s Life of Christ. 

Cyoiu7i &V 0 . js 6d 

The Life of Christ. 

By S. Bonaventure. 

Translated and Edited by the Rev. W. H, Hutchings, 

Sufi-Jhiriii n of fhe Jloitsf of Afrfry, Ctnwr. 


' The whole voliime Is full of gems and seek fooil for tl clr d.iily meditations, we can 
rich veins of thought, and whether as a com- icarcelyjjlm.u'iiic a more acceptable book.' 
panion to the picacher or to those who —Literary Chnrrft man. 


CQatecIpo Jptlace, Eontion. 







OI^ RECENT PUBLICATIONS. 


St 


Luckocjc on the Prayer Book. 

Srcafifi Ediiiott Croivti Zvo, 64'. 

e 

Studies in the History of the Book of Common Traser. 

Anglican Refonii—The Puritan Tnnusations '1 he Eli/a- 
bclhaii Reaction—'i\e Caroline Settlement. With .Appendiecb. 

By Herbert Mortimer Luckix-R, D.D., 

C.tHiin of I'.ly, eft. 


® 'Tins able and book—rLC->lii- 

iuili\(Riii:^ It cni|ilialii,.iTly to all eebu ilcd 
iiiL'i; ' 11 I ' f lli(‘, r [(. \ii '■ I'l ( 

—11 ^ 0 (. 11 '/1 1 y /i’# I ■ 

' M !■ !i«‘."1 y 1 ■■r:iiii lid ■' ».iryii.!<"ft- 
ill}^ and very rc.itLilili bonk (iiHuJuin 
Dr l.uikntk's coiiii>ai'l and cRarly- 


arranijeil vobinic is a valn.ible coiitiibtitiuii 
to lituit^iLal Ui'-uny, wlin U "ill iirnve iii- 
Icri.Miiih'' '<> >11 It aib'rs .111 i .iliimst iiiibspLil- 
sjblu 1 > llio i‘ t' |i 'iiij(.li.iit vilirj IiiLs lu 
niastoi II'• 1 11 '1 '-( 7 '.!?«(»/<: of t'c 

n jok of C uiniiiuii l’i.iyt‘r.’--.\o'fjr amt 
Qu€t tes. 


1 “.. ■■ . 

« 

Knox Littlc^s Mystery of the Passion. 

J AVfflWr/ Edition. C/OW/l Srv. ;> ud. 

The Mv.'jriiKi'"OF the Passion of our jMost Tioi.v Repeemkr. 


By the Rev. W. J, Knox Littlo, M.A., 

Ctinoii oj It 01 lei/fi, ami Koctor 0/ S' T/n..//.rj.-'i 7 


Williams on the Apocalypse. 

New Edition. Ctoivn 8rt> 51 
'I’llK AI’OCADYI’SE. With Notes and RellecUuns. 
B 3 ’- the Rev. Isaac Williams, 13.])., 

I'nriiiei ft/ioio of 1 rtm^v LoUr^t, 0\f > d 


CSIatcrloo jpiace, HanDon. 
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RJVINCrTON'S SELECT LIST 


Knox Little's Manchester Sermons. 

Second Edition. Cra7vn %vo. -js. 6d. 

Sermons Preaci'ud for the most part in Manchester^ 

By the Rev. W. J. Knox Little, M.A., 

Cinton Rcsi.Untuiry of H'ottulcr, a)i<C Rtctcro/S Alban’s, MamhcUer. 

GTo-itcntB. 

'I’lit; SonI inslriirted by God- Tln' CLdin of God upon the Soul-The Super- 
nntiiial I’oweis of the Soul -The Soul in its Inner l.ife -The Soul in the Woild 
and at the Jud;^ineiit—The hnw of Vicpar.ition --'Iho l’rinc,iple of Ihep.ir.ilion 
--The'I’eniiJcr of Preparation—The Energy of Prep.'tration—'J'lie Soul's {S'eed 
and (Jotl's Nature—'I'hc Marlyi of Jesus —'1 he Secret of Piophetic Power — Ihc c 
l.-iw of Sat rifire—The Coinfoil of God—The Syinboli.siti of the Cioss*-T.lit’ 
HeatiUidc of Mary, the Mother of the l.ord. 


Knox Little’s Christian Life.'” 

Third Edition. Crown Bvo. 3 J. 6 d. 

Characteristics and Motives of the Christian Life. Ten 
Sermons preached in Manchester Cathedral in Lent and Advent 

1877- 

By the Rev. W. J. Knox Little, M A 

Canott Resutentuiry of It’orccsCfr, and Rtc'jr of S Alban's, Manch der 

iSontrals. 

Christian Work—Cliristian Advance—Christian Watching' -Christian Battle— 
Christian Suffonrig— Cliristian Joy—F the Love of Man—For tlie sake of 
Jesus - - For the Glory of God—'I'he Claims of Christ. 


Knox Little’s Witness of the Passion. 

Crown Svo. 3 s 6 d. 

I’liK Witness of this Passion of our Most IIoi.v Redeemer. 

By the Rev, W. J. Knox Little, M.A., 

Canon Residentiary 0/ Ib’ercester, and Rector tf S. Alban’s, Manchester. 


CZlatetloo place, Honbon. 









OP RF.CENT PUBLIC A TIONS. 
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• Williams’s Female Scripture Characters. 

• • 

• New Edition. Crown 8vo. 5s. 

Characters of Holy Scripture. A Series of Sermoni 
By the Eev. Isaac Williams, B D., 

/•ot?»er^ Ffllow 0/Trinity College, Oj(/brd. 


_ ConltnlB. 

I • , 

Eve—Sarah—Lot’s Wife—Rebehah—Leah and Rachtl -Tilirlam—Rahab— 
Deborah - Kulh—H.annali—The Witch of ICiidor—Ilalhsheba—Rizpah—T'he 
Queen of Mieba—T'lie Widow of Zaicphaili—Jerebel—'I'hc Shtinammite— 
E.sdier—Elisabetli—Anna—The Woman o( Samaria—Joanna—The Woman 
^ wiilv the Issue of Jflood—The Woman of Canaan—Mai ilia—Mary—Salome 
-•I'ne Wife of Pilate—Dorcas—Ihe Hlessed Virgin. 

• 


Williams’s pid Testament Characters. 

• New Edition. Crown 8vo. sr. 

The Characters of the Old Testament. A Series of Sermons. 
By the Rev. Isaac Williams, B.D., 

* Formerly fellow Trinity College, Oxford 

_*.J-- 

Body's Life of Temptation. 

Fifth Edition. Crown &vo. 4s. 6d. 

The Li Hi: of Temp i’atton. A Course of Lcetures delivered in sub¬ 
stance at S. Peter’s, Eaton Square ; also at All Saints', Margaret 
Street. 

By the Rev. George B ^dy, M.A., 

Canon of £>uriieim. 

• Conlcnla. 

The Leading into Temptation—The Rationale of Temptation—Why wc are 
T'ctnpied -Safety in Temptation—With Jesus in Tempt.iiion—The End of 
Temptation. • 




SXIatctloa place, Lonuon 









K/y/.VGrON’S SELECT LIST 




t 

Williams's Devotional Commentary. 

Neiv Edttwti. Eight Vols, Cr<nvn^vo. each. Sold separately. 


A DiiVOriONAL COMMKJ^TARY ON THE GOSPEL NARRATIVE.* 

By the Rev. Isaac Williams, B.D., ’ 

Foruierly Fellow 0 /1 rimtjf College, Oxford. 

THOUGHTS ON THE STUDY OF THE HOLY GOSPELS. 

A IIAJ^MONY OF THE FOUR EVANGELISTS. 

OUR LORD’S NATIVITY. j 

OUR LORD’S MINISTRY (Shcond Year). • u 

OUR LORD’S MINISTRY (Third Year). 

THE HOLY WEEK. 

OUR LORD’S PASSION. 

OUR LORD’S RESURRECTION. « t 


Voices of Comfort. 

Sixth Edition, Crown ivo* ‘/S. 6d. 

^ SI * 

Voices of Comi-ort. ^ 

Edited by the Rev. Thomas Vincent Fosbory, M.A., 

Sometime Ficar of S Gi'es's, Of/ord. 

TJiis Volume of prose and rtv^etry, original and selected, aims at revealing 
the rount.uns of hope and joy which underlie the griefs and sorrows of life. 
It is so divided as to affu'd readings for a inonlh. The keynote of each day is 
given to llic title prefixed to it, such as; ‘The Power of the Cross of Christ, 
Day 6. ConRicts of the Soul, Day 17. The Communion of Saints, l).»y ao. 
The Comforter, Day 22. I'lie Light of Hope, Day 25. The Coming of Christ, 
Day 28.’ E.ich day begins with passages of Holy Scripture. 'I’liese arc fol¬ 
lowed by articles in prose, which arc succeeded by one or more short praters. 
After these are poems or p.iss.'iges of poclry, and then very brief extracts in 
prose or verse close the section. The book is me.ft)t to meet, not merely cases 
of bereavement or physical sulTering, but 'to ministei sperially to the hidden 
troubles of the heart, as they are silently weaving their dark threads into the 
web of the seemingly brightest life.’ 


CSIatctloo place, Ilonlion. 
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OF RECENT rUBLICATlONS. 


25 


Body’s Life of Justification. 

c • 

Fourth Ediiton Cro^vn ^tjo, +?. 6d, 

TUj; Life of Justification. A Senes of Lcciurca delivcicd in 
substance at All Saints', Margaret Street. 


By Rev. George Body, M,A., 

Caftou oj Durham 

c 

OTotilcnljS. 

Jiislificalion the Want of Humility - Christ our Juslifif.nii-:.—thuon uilh 
Clixjst the CoiKlition of Jnstificalioi'i Couvlisiou .mil juilili .Ui /ii- ll.;lali,ol 
I, JuSiilicatioii —'1 lie I’nujrcss and of Jusufiuau.jii. 

^ - 

Hutchings’s Mystery of the Temptation. " 

^ * Cicnvn 4 J 6it. 

The MysiT'.ky of thic '1 emi’Tation : a Course ol Lectures. 


By the Rev. W. H. Hutchings, M.A., 

r/ the lienee of Mercy ^ Clriver 

*■ CITonlrnt^. 


The Entrance ifitfi the Temptation—'I'he F.ist -'rhe Personality of Sal.iii—The 
First 'I'cmfitalion - The bteonJ 'J'emplation—The 'J Imd Temptation-^ '1 lie laid 
of the Temptation. 


The Treasury of Devotion. 

Neio Edition. iZma, 2J. 6d, ; Cloth Umf‘, 2J ; or bound inith the 
Book 0/ Common Prayer^ jj. (sd. 

The Tkeasuky of Devotion : a Manual of Piaycrs for GuneiaJ .tnd 

Daily Use. 

Coippilecl by a Priest. 

Edited by the Rev. T. T. Carter, M.A. 

Aho nn Edttio^ in Lar^e Ty/>e. Cioivn^vo. 5s. 


SClatcHao 1 l 2 llacc, ILonfion. 
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A’ 11 ’IXG -TON’S SF.L EC T L IS T 


t 

The Star of Childhood. 

Fourth Edition. Royaltd. ‘ 

The Star or Childhood : a I'iist Book of Prayers and In^iruction 

for Children. 

Compiled by a Priest. 

Edited, by the Rov. T. T. Ci^rtor, M.A. 

IVith Illustrations after Fra Angelico 


The Guide to Heaven. 

o 

New Edition. is. 6d ; Cloth hiii*>, ij, 

'I’liE Guide to Heaven : a Book of Pr.iyt rs for every Want, ^’’or 
, the Woiking Classes. 

Compiled by a Prieat, 

Edited by the Rev. T. T. Carter, M.A.^ 

An Edition in Large Ty/>e. Crown Zvo. is. 6d.; Cloth limp, u. 


Lear’s For Days and Years. 

New Edition, i tmo. %s, 6d. 

, r ' 

I* OR Days and Year.s. A Book ccntamniff a Text, Snort. Reading, 
and Hymn for Every Uiy in the Church’s Year. 

Selected by H, L. Sidney Lea^ 

Also a Cheap FuiitloH. ijuito, ly . or Cloth gilt, is 6d. 


Williams on the Epistles and Gospels. 

A^iw Edit ion. Two Vols Crown Svo ss. each. 

Sold separately. 

Sermons on hie Epistles and Gospels for the Sundays 
AND Holy Days THRouGnoift the Year. 

By the Rev. Isaac Williams, B.D., 

Author qf a * Devotwnal CommeuCary oti^he Ccsfiel Narrative ' 


CXtatecIoo place, Hannon. 






OF KKCF.ST FUBLICA TIONS 
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Moberly’s Plain Sermons. 

Ne%v Edition. Crown Zvo. 5J. 

Plain Sermons, Preached at Brichstone. 

* 

By^George Moborly, D.C.L., 

BisJii'/ t'J’Sjhsl'iity 


CToiltnils. 

Except a ni.m he 1)01 n rif^ain—I’lie Loul with the Doctors—The Draw-Net --1 
will Liy me clowji ill peace—Ye lia\e not so learnt J Cliri'.t—'J1 iiiiiy SiiiKhiy— 
Flcsli IS Meat intlecil —'1 he C«ri| ol ^Vhcrll tlynie Jntl miiltiplieil —Tlie hceil 
.spiinginn to Bew life—I inn ilic W'ay, the Triilli, and the Life- -'I'lic Ruler 
of the he,i--bleisartls of the Mysteries of God—Isphiih.itlia—The Widow of 
I^in—Josidh’s discovci'y ol the Law—The Insisdile World ' Angels—Prayers, 
especially Daily Ptayers—They all with one consenl began to in.ihe extuue— 
Ascension Day—T he Comforter—Tlie Tokens of the S[)irit- iiJijah's Warning, 
I aiiiers and Children—'Uioii shalt see llieni no more lor ever—Haskets full of 
fragincnis%Harvest—THe M.nii.ige Supper of tiie Lamb—The Last Jiulgnieiil. 


Lears Precious Stones. 

Three Voh. if. each, or in Paper Covers, 6d. each. 

Precious Stones, collected by H. L, Sidney Lear. 


1 . PEARLS—GRACE. 

II. RUBIES-NATURE. 

III. DIAMONDS—ART. 


Ai.\o a Snpeno) Edition, lOnio, with Red Borders, zf. each 


' Diantcniii^ Cnnt.uns cxfr.iit'. h-aviag’ re- 
r.TOiif c 10 Art. Many will i.cinte the 
Ec.-iniilul p.'iss.igcs Ironi Kuskiii, iiiiii the 
carefully cliosc-ii tlinughts fiuiii Ihc wiiiiiigs 
of Newman, Taber, and bir Josluia Rey¬ 
nolds «ill (jive pleasure. An uDilercur- 
rent of devotional feeliiig; hns^uided die 
choice of these cxtr.icts iii*VaWj the 
conipiler has t.iken .1 wider range We 
find valuable lUsdicatioiib fiuiii 'ihoiiias ti 


Kengils, Bishop Jeremy T.iylor, raher, 
Nf wni.an, T‘inersnii, wliiI,' one or twoieflcc- 
Lions fraught wiih ijr.iLtu.il wisdom liaio 
been galhi-rcd trniii LurdClieiitcrtield 1 he 
eulleitioii tailed Jiubies euiitcaiiia rciloruoiis 
on Naiiiii' fruiri b Aut'iisiini:, S Francis 
de bales, ami .S Gregorv, besides extracts 
fioin Rusk 111, Neale, Hugh M.umiUaii, and 
Charles Kingsley.’— Times. 


An Edition comphte in^ne l^oiiime, i 6 /ho, with Red Borders, jf 6t/. 


Unateilao ]place, HouDon. 




38 


RIl'INGTON'S SELECT LIST 


Half-a-Crown Editions of Devotional 

Works. 

Ntw mid Um/oriu I'dttiaus. 

Sc7’i'n Voh. lOmo. (ui riTi/i Sold se/>^riitrly. 

IIalf-a-Crown Editions or Dkvotionao W'orks. 

Edited by the Author of ‘ The Life of ^ Francis de Sales.’ 

SPIRITUAL LETl ERS TO jM EN. Hy ARcnni;,Jior FiInixi on. 
.SPIRITUAL LETTER.S TO WO.MEN. 13y Akciiuishoj' 1-jLNfTON. 

A SELECTION FROM THE .SPIRITUAL LIO'ITERS OF S. FRANCIS 
DE SALES, IJISIIOP AND PRINCE OF GENEVA 

THE SPIRIT OF S. FRANCIS DE SALES, IIISIIOP AND PRINCE 
OF GENEVA. 

THE HIDDEN LIFE OF THE SOUL. 

THE LIGHT OF 'FHE CONSCIENCE. With .'in Introduction Ly the 
Rev T. T. CAKTi.k, RI.A. ' 

SELF’-RICNUNCIATTON. Fioin llio Fiench With an Inlrofluction hy the 
Rev. T. T. Cakilu, RI.A. 


Lear’s Weariness, 

I.mxe Type. Ihird Edition. S^mltZvo. 
Weariness. A Book for the Languid and Lonely.* 
By H. L. Sidney Lear, 

Author of ‘ For Days ufid yean,' ' Christutn Iho^raphie,'.' fti , ftc. 

Manuals of Religious Instruction. 

A’e.NW and ihoroHSihly Refused EdUions 
Three Vol\ Small 8z'a. 3s 6d each. Sold separately. 

Manuals of Relicuous Instruction. 

Edited by John Pilkington Norris, D.D., 

AtiMeoiion of Fristol, arut t oJton Fcjidfntmry q/ Ft utot Cal/ieiihtl 

THE OLD TE.STAMENT. 

THE NEW TESTAMENT. 

THE CAT’ECHISM AND PRaVeR BOOK. 


CCtatetloo place, HonDon. 





t 


OF KFCF.NT PUJifJCATIONS. 


so 


^Lear’s Christian Biographies. 

^ii;htVols Crown%vo. y.fxl.each. Sold separately 

Christian Biographies. 

, By H. L. Sidney Lear. 

MADAME LOUISE FRANCE, Daughter of. Loui^ \v., known ."vlso 
hs the Mother Tercsd^e S- Augu.stln. 

. A DOMITfiCAN ARTIST; a Sketch of the L:'V m<- t’ ^ Rev T*erc Besson, of 
the Ordci of S. Dominic. 

IIENRl PERREYVE. By A. Guatry. Tran.slated l.y-ijecial peimission. 
^ •With Porliait. 

Si FRANCIS DE*SALE.S, Bishop and Prince of Geneva. 

T»K REVIVAL OF PRIESTLY LIFE IN THE SF.VENTEENTH 
CKN'rURV IN FRANCE. Cliailes de Condren--f. Pldiip Neri W 
Cardinal de Berulle—S. Vincent de Paul—Saint Svdpicc and Jean J.iciiues 
Olier. ^ • 

A CHRISTIAN PAINTER OF THE NINETEENTH CENTURV; 

being the Life of Hippolyte Flandiin. 

B03SUET AND HIS CONTEMPOR-A.RIES. 

F^;NEL0N, ARCHBISHOP OFCAMBRAL 

ft . ^ . 

^ •'Crake’s Church History. 

New Eibtion. Crown Brv. 7J Cif. 

History op TI15 Church unoer the Roman Empire, a.d. 3 o-.^7b. 

By the Rev. A. D. Crake, B.A. 


Crake’s Edwy the Fair. 

Fourth Edit ion, Crt/wn 8z'o. 3 ?. 6d. 

Edwy 'iiii: Fair ; oa, The First Chronicle ov iEscENDUNE. 
A 'rulcftjf the Days of S. Dunst.in. 

By the Rev. A. D. Crake, B.A., 

Attfhor pf the ' I/tftory iff the \,hurch undtr the Ron.an linifire,' etc , etc 


Ciltamloo place, Honnon. 
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R/VIXaTON'S SELECT LIST 

i 

' Crake’s Alfgar the Dane. 

Fourth Edition. Ctovun Svo. ^s. 6d. 

Alfgar tiir Dane ; or, The Second Chronicle of ^.scendunh. 

A Tale. 

By the Rev. A. D. Crake,’\l.A., 

Author cf the ' Hwtory of the Church uiictcr the Rotmin Jitnfiirt,' ttc retc- 


Crake’s Rival Heirs. < 

Crenvn %zit}. 3 J. 6d. 

The Rival Heirs; Being the Third and Last Chronicle 

OF iESCENDUNE, a ^0 

By the Rev. A. D. Crake, B.A., 

Author ojT ‘History o/tlie Lhurch under t/it Roman htnp'ie' etc , etc. 

Lidclon’s University Serhions (First 

Series). 

New Edition. Crown Svo ss. . 

Sermons Preached before the University of Oxford. 

First Series, 1859-1868. 

By Henry Parry Llddon, D.D., D.C.L., 

Lanon Reuiiciihary o/S PauVs. 

CTonlmts. 

GoJ ami llie So\il--The T.aw of rrojjress-yl'lie Honour of TTumanIty—The 
Freedom ol ihe Simil—Immortality—Humility and Action—'I’he ConHict of 
Faith with undue Exaltation of Intellect—Lesson.s of the Holy Man^'ei—The 
Divine Vicum—'1 he Risen Life—Our J^ord’s Ascension, the Church’s Gain— 
Faith in a Holy (ihost—The Divine Indwelling a Motive to Holiness. 


CQatetloo JpiBce, EonOon 






OF RF.CENT PUBLICATIONS. 


3* 


Lidclon's University Sermons (Second 

Series). 

Third Edition. Croivn $5. 

SKftMONs Preached before the University of Oxford. 

^cond Series, 1868-1882. 

- By Henry Parry Llddon, D.D., D.C.Ti., 

Canon Residentiary ofS. I'a.Ws. 


vfToiitcnts. 

PrIJuilice and Experience—Iliiinility and Truth—Import of Faiih in a Creator 
-^\\k)rth of Faith iifti I^ife to C'omC“4nfliiences of tlic Holy Spirit -Growth in 
the Apprehension of Truth—The Life of Faith and the Athanabian Ciet'il— 
Clffist’s Service and Puhlic Opinion—Christ in the Storm—Sacerdotalism—'1 he 
Piojiliecy Ilf the MacmfiLat—'I'ho T'aH of Jiriclio -'I’he Couinm. ot F.ilth - 'I kc 
Curse of Mero/—The Gospel and the Pooi—Christ and Iliiinaii Law—Tlie Cure 
ot i..ow Spidts—The SirIu of the Invisible 


Liddon’s Bampton Lectures. 

Tenth Edition, revised. Crmvn Spj. ^s. 

m 

The Divtn'ity of our ftoRD and Saviour Ji:su.s Christ; being 

• • the Hampton l.,eclures for 1866. 

By Henry Parry Ltddon, D.D., D.C.L., 

Canjn Residentiary ofS. Rani's 


Maxims from Keble. 

CroTun i6wiJ. ar. 

Maxims and Gleaninos from the Writings of John Kerle, M.A., 

Author of ‘ The Christian Tear.’ 

Selected and arranged for Daily Use, by C. M. S.. 

Compiler of ‘ Daily G/eAiin^'s of the Saintly Life,' ' Under the Cross,' eh. 

With an Introduction by the Rev. M. F. Sadler, 

Prebendary^ H'^ils, and Rector of lloniton 


(LHaterloo jpldce, 3LonDoit 
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RlV'fSGTON'S SELECT LIST. 


Goulburn^s Liturgical Gospels. 

Two Vols. Crotvn iz'o, j6s. 

Thoughts upon the Liturgicau Gospels for the Sundays, 
ONE FOR EACH Dav IN THE YEAR. With an Introduction on 
their origin, history, the modifications made in them b"^lhe 
Reformers and by the Revisers of the Ppyer Book, the honour 
always paid to them in the Church, and thi proportions in which 
they are drawn .from the Writings of the four EvangelisKs. 

By Edward Meyrlck Goulbum, D.D., D.C.L., 

Dean of Not~wich, 


Mcdd’s Bampton Lectures. 

Zvo. i6y. 

The One Mediator. The Operation of the .gon of God in Nature 
and in Grace. Eight Lectures delivered before the University of 
Oxford in the year 1882, on the Foundation of the late Rev. John 
Bampton, M.A., Canon of Salisbury. 

By Peter Goldsmith Medd, M.A„ 

Rector of North Crrnry ; Hon Canon of S Atbans, afii Exatniniiig' 

Lhafum to the Rtshof<; late Ret tor of hctrnt, ; Eortnerly 
Fellow anil Tutor oj l/ntverst'y Collftie, Oxford. 


Pusey's Private Prayers. 

Royal yt.tno, 2J. < 5 rf. 

Private Prayers. 

By the R&v. E. B. Pusey, D.D. 

Edited, with a Preface, by H. P. Liddon, D.D., 

Canon Resnienttaiy of S Pants 


Selections from Neale. 

c 

Crozvn %vo. 3s. 6rf. 

Selections from the Wntings of John Mason Neale, D.D., 

Late JVarden of Sacfrvtlle Colle"e. 


IDEtatetloo jpiace, Honoon. 















